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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Mr. Justice Fry will suspend his sittings for three 


‘days after the 27th inst. 





Ir 1s satisractory to learn that there were thirty- 
-six candidates at the first Honours Examination of the 
Incorporated Law Society, and that twenty-one suc- 
ceeded in passing. We should like to see a suggestion 
we formerly made carried out — viz., that to the 
names of the first-class men in the Law List there 
-should be added a note of this distinction. 





Tur Master or THE Rotts, moved with compas- 
‘sion at the spectacle of a slight injury sustained by 
an officer of his court while handling a document com- 
,posed of several sheets fastened together with one of 
the brass fasteners now so much in use among solicitors, 
recently expressed his desire that in future these 
contrivances should be abandoned, and that the old prac- 
tice of using silk or red tape to fasten together sheets 
should be reverted to in the case of all documents to be 
“used at the Rolls. 





Sim Joun Nicuot once observed that evidence upon 
questions of testamentary capacity is almost always 
contradictory, and such evidence being commonly that 
of opinion only, the court is accustomed to rely but 
little upon it. It is obvious that, if this be so, it is 
undesirable that a solicitor called in to prepare a will 
should act upon his own opinion of the testator’s 
capacity so far as to refuse to prepare a will, if the 
testator is not, as he thinks, in a fit state to execute it. 
In the recent trial of Paine at the Central Criminal Court, 
Mr. Justice Hawkins is reported to have said that under 
such circumstances it would be a more prudent course for 
a solicitor to prepare the will, making also a memorandum 
of the state in which he found the testator. ‘‘Supposing,’’ 
the learned judge added, ‘a man has a large estate to 
leave, and desires to make a will, a solicitor may come 
in and say, ‘I take it upon myself to determine that 
this man is not in a fit state to make awwill.’ It isa 
question whether it would not be a great deal better 
for him to prepare the will, at the same time making a 
note that the man was not in a fit state to make a will.’ 
Our readers should note this observation for their guid- 
ance in circumstances often among the most embarras- 
sing which meet a solicitor in his professional career. 





Ir witt BE sEEN that the conclusion arrived at by the 
Lord Chancellor as to the best mode of remedying the 
grievance brought to light in the controversy as to the 
proviso for re-entry is identical with the suggestion 
which we made some weeks ago. He proposes to pro- 
vide that where such a breach of covenant has occurred 
as would give the landlord the right of re-entry, “‘ the 
landlord should not re-enter until after due notice 
to the tenant, requiring him to remedy the 
breach, a provision which he hoped would, in many 
instances, lead to a settlement of the questions in 
dispute.” He has, however, added to this a provision 
that in case the dispute be not so terminated, and the 
landlord proceeds by action or otherwise to enforce his 
right of re-entry, the lessee shall have the right to apply 
for relief to the court, which relief the cours may 
“refuse or grant upon terms.” Until'the Bill is printed 
we do not know the extent of the restrictions to be 
imposed on the court; but it is clear that this is a very 
different proposal from Mr. Marten’s absolute discretion. 
Relief is not to be afforded in the case of a covenant 
against assigning, underletting, or disposing of the land 
leased without licence, or a covenant in a mining lease 
for allowing the lessor to have access to, and inspect the 
books, &c., or to inspect the mine, or, in the case of an 
agricultural lease, to a covenant relating to cultivation. 
Subject to observations arising from a perusal of the 
Bill, this mode of meeting the difficulty seems to be con- 
venient and just. 





Tue piscusston this week on the duration of Parliament 
has drawn attention to the Acts regulating that subject, 
and they cannot be said to be in a very satisfactory state 
in point of clearness. The Septennial Act only impliedly 
repealed the prior Acts inconsistent with it, and_of the 
three commonly termed ‘‘ Triennial Acts,” two are still 
fipon the Statute-book. At common law the duration of 
Parliament was only limited by the pleasure or death of 
the Sovereign, and although by the Bill of Rights it is 
declared that ‘‘ for redress of all grievances and for the 
amending, strengthening and preserving of the laws, 
Parliaments ought to be held frequently,” this has, 
we imagine, reference to frequent sessions and not to 
frequent Parlisments. The first Triennial Act of the 
Long Parliament (16 Car. 1, c. 1), to which Charles the 
First very reluctantly gave his assent, provided for the 
dissolution of Parliament in three years from the first 
day of its session; for the punishment of the Lord 
Chancellor if new writs should not be issued, and for 
the summoning of Parliament by the House of Peers in 
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case of his default. This was repealed, at the pressing 
instanze of Charles the Second, by 16 Car. 2, c. 2, as 
being ‘‘in derogation of His Majesty’s just rights and 
prerogative,” but the repealing Act, reciting that ‘‘ by 
the ancient laws and statutes of this realm made in the 
reign of King Edward the Third, [see 4 Ed. 3, c. 14] 
Parliaments are to be held very often,” provided that 
“the sitting and holding of Parliament shall not be 
intermitted or discontinued above three years at the 
most.” The Triennal Act properly so-called, 6 & 7 W. 
& M. cc. 2, to which William the Third for some time 
refused the Royal Assent, reciting that ‘frequent and 
new Parliaments tend very much to the happy union and 
good agreement of the King and people,’ provides by 
section 1 that “a Parliament shall be holden once in 
every three years at the least” (this refers to sessions), 
and by section 2 that_writs are to be “issued within 
three years after the determination of Parliament for 
thé Welding of another new Parliament” (this refers to 
Parliaments). The 3rd section, which provides for the 
dissolution of any existing Parliament within three years 
after its being summoned, was not repealed until 1867 
by the Statute Law Revision Act of that year. The two 
earlier sections are clearly consistent with the Septennial 
Act, and without them there would only be the necés- 
sities of obtaining supplies, and of keeping up astanding 
army, to compel the holding of a new Parliament after 
the Septennial Act should take effect. That Act 
merely provides that Parliaments ‘‘ shall and may 
have continuance for seven years, and no longer, to be 
accounted from the day on which, by the writ of sum- 
mons, any Parliament shall be appointed to meet.” 








In tHE case or In re Worthington & Co., which is 
noted in another column, attention was called to a point 
in connection with the Trade-Marks Registration Acts 
which has not previously been much discussed. Every 
one knows that trade-marks, as they appear in every-day 
use, are made attractive by the most brilliant colours; 
but in the Acts which provide for and regulate the 
registration of trade-marks, and in the rules which were 
framed by the Lord Chancellor under those Acts, no 
mention is made of colour; and ihe Commissioners of 
Patents have, in the exercise of the authority given 
them by the Act of 1875, directed the registrar not to 
advertise or register marks offered for registration in 
any other coloars than plain black and white. From 
this one of two results is likely to follow—either there 
will be admitted to registration two marks which may 
be rendered very similar by the addition of colour 
(which is universally employed in practice), though as 
advertised and registered in black and white the marks 
are distinct; or a mark will be refused registration, 
though distinct from all the marks on the register, 
when uncoloured, on the ground that a similarity to 
another mark may be produced by the addition of 
something—viz., colour—which the authorities who 
regulate the working of the Acts‘have advisedly resolved 
to disregard. In Jn re Worthington & Co. the Master 
of the Rolls and the Court of Appeal have Gecided in 
favour of the latter alternative, and (to use the language 
of Lord Justice Brett) the true test of probability of 
deception in such cases will be whether the marks will be 
likely to be mistaken for one another when similarly 
colourcd. The fact that it is thus decided that circum- 
stances which do not appear upon the face of the marks, 
as advertised, must be taken into consideration in 
determining the question of similarity, must surely 
give rise to a doubt whether it would not have been 
more satisfactory for the marks to be advertised and regis- 
tered in the colours in which they are actually used. 
Another argument in favourof such a conclusion isafforded 
by the fact that it would at once appear what colours were 
in common use in a particular trade, as green and gold 
in the Turkey Red Yarn trade. The inconveniences of the 
existing rule have been experienced by the officials of 
the Registry Office themselves, for on the original appli- 





cation before Vice-Chancellor Hall in Orr Ewing’s case, 


it was stated that an objection had been made by the 
office to the registration of what appeared, as submitted 
for registration, to be a mere oval blotch, though the 
objection had had to be withdrawn, on its being explained 
by the applicants that the blotch, when in practical use, 
shone out as a golden egg. 





Tue trpstarr of the Chancery Division appears to. 
us to have been the victim of much unjust aspersion, 
He has, it is true, twice lost a prisoner who had been 
committed to his charge, but then it is forgotten what 
a wily, unscrupulous and unusual kind of prisoner this 
was. If we remember rightly, it was stated that he 
succeeded on the first occasion in inveigling the 
tipstaff into riding in a different part of the tram. 
car from that in which he took his seat, and on the last 
occasion he is said to have ‘‘ had firearms in his pocket.” 
The usual class of prisoners whom the tipstaff has 
committed to his charge are persons of a very dif- 
ferent sort—either people prostrated by the frowns of 
a Vice-Chancellor, or young gentlemen who, finding 
the serious results of running away with a ward of court, 
have little inclination to run away from a tipstaff of 
the court. It is obvious that if prisoners of the 
type of Mr. Vanner should become numerous, either 
a chancery prison van will have to be established, or 
the chancery tipstaff will have to be selected with 
more regard to athletic capability. The office of tipstaff 
is one of long standing. Before 1842, when the 
Queen’s Bench, Fleet, and the Marshalsea Prisons 
were consolidated by 5 Vict. c. 22, and the Queen’s 
Bench Prison was called the Queen’s Prison, the 
Warden of the Fleet had for more than a century had 
the right to appoint the tipstaff of the Courts of 
Chancery, Common Pleas, and Exchequer; and the 
Marshal of the Queen’s Bench Prison, the right to appoint 
the tipstaff to act in the Court of Queen’s Bench. By 
the above-mentioned Act the appointment to these offices 
became vested in the Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chief 
Justice of the Court of Queen’s Bench, the Lord Chie? 
Justice of the Court of Common Pleas, and the Lord 
Chief Baron of the Exchequer. By an order of Lord 
Hardwicke, made on the 28th of November, 1743, the 
fees to be taken by ‘‘'the Deputy-Warden of the Fleet 
or the Lord Chancellor’s tipstaff”. were as follows :— 
‘*On every cause that is heard before the Lord-Chan- 
cellor in term time only, he is entitled to one shilling, 
which is paid to him by the door-keeper, out of the ten 
shillings which is the usual fee of the door-keeper. For 
every day in which he travels to execute any warrant in 
the country he is allowed for his expenses, to be paid 
him by the party at whose instance the commitment is, 
6s. 8d., and for every mile that he travels upon tbat 
occasion, his fee is sixpence. When a prisoner is re- 
moved by habeas corpus from the Fleet Prison to appear 
in court, the said deputy is the proper officer to take 
care of the prisoner; and to conduct him from the Fleet 
Prison to the Court of Chancery and back again the fee is 
6s, 8d.” The Master of the Rolls also had a tipstaff who 
received for every cause heard at Westminster, if the bill 
is dismissed, sixpence ; for every guardian admitted in 
court, sixpence ; for every cause heard in court at the 
Rolls, one shilling; for every guardian admitted in 
court at the Rolls, one shilling. Subsequently, ia 
the year 1848, by 11 Vict. c. 7, it was enacted: 
that the tipstaff should give security by bond or 
otherwise for the faithful discharge of the duties 
intrusted to him, and if he neglects or refuses to give: 
security shall, for every such default, forfeit the sum of 
£100, to be recovered as the Treagury may direct. This 
Act is now in force, but whether it is enforced or not we 
cannot say. The tipstaff no longer receives fees, but is 
paid by a salary, and his duty is to be always in attend- 
ance when any of the Chancery Courts are sitting, and: 
to convey to Holloway Prison all prisoners committed 
for contempt. These duties are not very onerous. 
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Chancery prisoners committed for contempt are not 
numerous; they consist principally of two classes—viz., 
those who are guilty of contempt in open court by 
assaulting or insulting a judge, such as Cotgrave and 
Dodswell, and those who have incurred the displeasure 
of the court by interfering with a ward. It would be 
rather a high estimate to state the prisoners as averaging 
ten in a year. 








THE LORD CHANCELLOR'S LAND BILLS. 


Tue Land Bills introduced on Monday by the Lord 
Chancellor are not printed at the time we write, and 
until itis seen how the details of the plan he so lucidly 
expounded are finally worked out, it would be absurd to 
attempt any criticism. It is worth while, however, to 
point out that, in one respect, his speech indicates a 
result for which we may probably thank Mr. Osborne 
Morgan’s Committee. From one end of the Lord 
Chancellor’s speech to the other there was not a 
single reference to registration of title. The notion 
that a system which works well in a new colony 
can be adapted to the complex arrangements of 
landowners in this country has been exploded, and we 
believe we shall be right in predicting that nothing 
more will be heard of any proposal to put Australian 
wine into English bottles. For the future, simplification 
of transfer will be sought by means of simplification of 
title and shortening of instruments. 

It will be seen from the Lord Chancellor’s speech that 
the information we gave our readers a month ago as to 
the general nature of the steps to be taken in this direc- 
tion was correct so far as it went. The general nature 
of the proposals is as follows :—The Bill “for simplify- 
ing and improving the practice of conveyancing, and for 
amending in various particulars the law of property, and 
for other purposes,’ extends the principle of Lord 
Cranworth’s Act; and does a good deal more than 
this. In the first place, certain common form 
conditions are to be made incident to the contract of 
sale, so that such a thing as an open contract will in 


future be unknown. Next, the principle of the Scotch 
“certificate of search,” to which Mr. Osborne Morgan’s 
Committee drew attention in their report, is to be applied 
to the searches for incumbrances. The result, we sup- 
pose, will be that the search will be made by the office, 
and the certificate of search will relieve a new pur- 
chaser from the necessity of a search anterior to its 
date. ‘The Bill next deals with notice, and its provision 
was stated by the Lord Chancellor to be that ‘‘a pur- 
chaser of land should not be prejudicially affected by 
notice of any instrument or fact unless it was within 
his own knowledge, or it had come to the knowledge of 
his solicitor while acting as such, or would have come to 
the knowledge of the purchaser, or his solicitor as such, 
if they, or either of them, had made such inquiries as 
they, or one of them, ought reasonably to have made.” 
So far as we can gather from the reports of the Lord 
Chancellor’s speech, the next part of the Bill appears to 
be an attempt to resuscitate the short form Acts of 1845, 
which are now chiefly remembered as having been the 
occasion for the only gleam of (appropriately ponderous) 
jocularity in Mr. Dart’s learned volumes. Then follow 
provisions as to indorsed receipts and covenants for pro- 
duction, and, next, the forfeiture of leases question is 
dealt with in a mode which we have stated elsewhere. 
The next part of the Bill deals with mortgages, as to 
which power is given to the mortgagor to inspect the 
title deeds, and restriction is imposed on the consolidation 
of mortgages. “Leasing powers are also stated to be 
given to mortgagor and mortgegee in possession, and 
new powers to a mortgagee to sell and to insure and to 
appoint a receiver. The usual clause in wills relating to 
trust and mortgage estates is rendered unnecessary by a 
provision that such estates shall devolve on the personal 


representative. Next follows a clause relating t6 the 


appointment of new trustees, supplying, we presume, 





the deficiencies of the existing statutory power. The 
next clause proposes to abolish the examination of 
married women and their acknowledgment of deeds ; thus 
(as the court solemnly remarked in Lassence v. Tierney, 
1 Mac. & G. 551) depriving “ married women of that 
protection which the law has thrown around them.” 
The remaining contents of the Bill are stated to relate 
to sales and leases on behalf of an infant owner in fee; 
to the management of infants’ estates; to the recovery 
of rent charges and to the revocation of powers of 
attorney. Certain technical words in deeds for the con- 
veyance of land are rendered unnecessary, and long 
terms are rendered convertible into fee simple estates. 
Finally, the name of the Enclosure Commissioners is 
changed to that of Land Commissioners. 

By another Bill power is given to the Lord Chan- 
cellor, the Master of the Rolls, and the three 
Common Law Chiefs to make rules for the remu- 
neration of solicitors for non-contentious business 
by charging a commission, and it is also pro- 
vided that solicitors and their clients may agree upon 
remuneration for non-contentious business, but if a per- 
centage is agreed upon it must not exceed that fixed 
by the authorized scale. Our readers will remember 
that from the commencement of the payment by com- 
mission controversy, we have adhered to the opinion 
that payment by commission is best both for the 
public and the profession, and we hope that whatever 
happens to the other Bills this at least may pass into 
law. It is especially important that the profession 
should forthwith come to some final agreement as to 
the scale to be adopted, so as to be ready to urge it on 
the framers of the ruies. We do not see why the Common 
Law Chiefs should be added to the framers of the 
rules as to conveyancing costs; these learned judges 
know little or nothing about the subject. 

With regard to the Bill of chief popular interest— 
that relating to the sale of settled estates—it is difficult 
to give any useful outline of its provisions until we are 
in a position to go into details. The proposal with 
regard to existing settlements is to enable the court to 
order the sale of settled estates on the application of 
the tenant for life alone, after notice to all persons con- 
cerned. With regard to future settlements, the tenant 
for life is enabled to sell with the consent of the trustees; 
but if they decline to consent (as practically it may be 
anticipated they always will decline), then application 
will have to be made to the court. It is also pro- 
posed to give the tenant for life full powers to ex- 
change, to grant agricultural leases for tyenty-one 
years, building leases for ninety-nine years, and mining 
leases for sixty years, and to take surrenders of leases. 
The proceeds of sales, and capital moneys otherwise pro- 
duced by the exercise of these powers, are to be either 
paid to the trustees or into court, and applied to certain 
specified purposes—mainly, payment off of incumbrances 
and the execution of improvements on any part of any 
land subject to the settlement, the certificate of the 
Enclosure Commissioners being previously required. 

The general scheme of the measures deserves hearty 
support. As to the mode of carrying them out in detail 
we reserve our opinion until they are before us in their 


complete state. 





The Hon. John C. Stephen, her Majesty’s Second Judge 
or Deemster for the Isle of Man, was found dead in bed 
on Tnesday morning. Mr. Stephen was appointed to the 
judgeship in 1855. He presided over a court in Ramsey on 
Monday, and then appeared to be in his usual health, 

At the meeting of the Manchester Chamber of Commerce 
on Wednesday a memorial to the Home Secretary in favour 
of effecting amendments in the Copyright of Designs Act, 
extending the time during which designs can be registered 
and the time for which regis'ration extends, as well as for 
providing for a less complicated system of stamping, was 
adopted. The memorial also asks that priority of registra- 
tion shall be deemed a rightful title to ownership. 
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THE JUDICIAL STATISTICS AS TO CRIME. 


The returns for 1877-78 recently issued show a decrease, 
with a trifling exception, in the number of the criminal 


classes at large, and known to the police; but in the 
number of houses of bad character there is an increase 
of 328, or 7°9 per cent. As compared with 1876-77 
an increase appears in the number of indictable 
offences reported by the police authorities; as also in 
the number of persors for trial at assizes and sessions ; 
and in the number of commitments to prison, as well as 
in the number of persons summarily proceeded against 
before justices, an increase has taken place; but the 
number of convictions for murder in 1878 was but 20, 
as against 34 in the previous year. 
The strength of the police and constabulary force in 
England and Wales, during the years ending the 29th 
of September, 1877 and 1878, respectively, was as 
follows :— 
1876-77. 1877-78. 
Commissioners and assistant com- 


missioners ° . ‘ ° £ 4 
District and inspecting superinten- 

dents (Met. police) . ‘ . 4 4 
Chief constables of counties ° 56 56 


Head constables of boroughs ‘ 165 163 
Superintendants . . . ° 526 521 
Inspectors . . ° ° 2 968 1,283 
Sergeants . ° . . 3,119 2,924 
Constables . ‘ . F 24,270 24,804 
Additional constables . ° > 434 429 
Detective officers . ‘ ° : 410 485 








Total police and constabulary 30,016 30,673 

The number for 1878 thus shows a net increase of 657, 
or 2°18 per cent. as compared with that for the previous 
year; and gives 1 for every 740 of the population ac- 
cording to the census of 1871, or 1 for every 811 of the 
popuiation estimated for the middle of the year 1878. 
Of the additional constables, appointed for special duty, 
311 belong to the counties, 58 to the boroughs, and 60 
to the city of London. In the total number, as given 
above, are included 766 of the Metropolitan police em- 
ployed at her Majesty’s dock-yards and military stations; 
and 384 paid for by public offices and private individuals; 
but the Liverpool Dock and River Police, 308 in number, 
are excluded; and the River Tyne Police, the police at 
Birkenhead, and the constabulary at Ramsgate, Tun- 
bridge Wells, and Hove, are appointed under local Acts. 
In 1878 the constables of boroughs appointed under the 
Municipal Corporation Act of 1835, and the constables 
appointed under local Acts numbered 8,736; the county 
constables appointed under the Constabulary Acts of 
1839 and 1840 numbered 10,612; the Metropolitan 
police appointed under the Police Act of 1829, including 
the number employed in her Majesty’s dock yards, &c., 
numbered 10,498; and the constables for the city of 
London appointed under the City Local Act of 1839, 
numbered 827. The total cost of the police in 1878 was 
£2,980,592, as against £2,902,635 in 1877; showing an 
increase in every item except that for clothing and 
accoutrements, which gives a decrease of £7,720, the net 
increase for the year being £77,957. The total includes 
the expenses of the additional constables, and of the 
police employed at her Majesty’s dock yards, and by 





The returns relating to the criminal classes show that 
the number of known thieves, receivers of stolen 
and suspected persons at large in 1878 was 40,626, ag 
against 40,860 in 1877, and 56,584 in 1868. Of the 
total for 1878, 5,683 were under 16 years of age; and of 
these 4,496 were males, and 1,187 females. Of the 
adults, there were 27,087 men, and 7,856 women, As 
compared with the numbers for the preceding year, those 
for 1878 show a decrease under each of the three classes 
In the known thieves and depredators, there is a de. 
crease of 21, or 0°1 percent. ; in the receivers, a decrease 
of 1 only; and in the suspected persons, a decrease of 
212, or 0°9 percent. A comparison of the returns for the 
two years shows that in the metropolis the number of the 
criminal classes has decreased by 169, or 6°2 per cent. ; 
but in agricultural towns, the commercial ports, the 
seats of the woollen and textile fabrics, and the eastern, 
southern, and south-western counties, there has been a 
slight increase. The proportion of the criminal classes 
to the whole population is es 1°78 to 1,000. Besides 
those members of the criminal classes who were at large, 
there were in 1878, 17,625 in local prisons (excluding 
debtors and military and naval prisoners) ; 10,358 in 
convict prisons; and 4,883 in reformatories ; muking 4 
total of 73,492, as compared with 74,491 in 1877, and 
showing a decrease of 999. 

The number of houses of bad character, exclusive of 
brothels and places of ill-fame unless known to be the 
resorts of the criminal classes, was 4,440 in 1878, against 
4,112 in 1877, showing an increase of 328, or 7°9 per 
cent. There were 1,082 houses of receivers of stolen 
goods; 922 houses the resort of thieves and suspected 
persons ; and 2,436 other houses of suspicious character: 
and of the total, 1,359 were in counties, 2,846 in 
boroughs, and 235 in the metropolis, including the city 
of London. 

In accordance with established rule, ali larcenies re- 
ported to the police, when the value is above five shil. 
lings, are in the first instance recorded as indictable, 
When offenders are brought before the magistrates, in 
any case which is summarily dealt with, the record jg 
amended, and the case is omitted from the table of 
indictable offences: and larcenies under five shillings value 
are not included in the returns. The total number of in- 
dictable offences in 1878 was 54,065, or 3,222 more than 
in 1877: and in respect of these 24,062 persons were 
apprehended, as against 23,545 in 1877. There were 
18,444 males, and 5,618 females. For want of evidence, 
5,73Ll were discharged, and for want of prosecution, 
1,511; 138 were discharged on bail for further appear- 
ance if required; 1,602 were bailed to appear for trial; 
41 were committed for want of sureties ; and 15,039 were 
committed for trial. The numbers of the principal 
offences in 1278 and 1877 respectively were as follows :— 
1878. 1877. 


Offences against the person , 2,869 3,006 
Offences against property with 

violence . e F ° . 6,744 4,566 
Offences against property without 

violence ‘ : ‘ 41,341 40,598 
Malicious offences against pro- 

perty : 4 . 479 360 
Forgery and offences against the 

currency . . . . : 964 706 


Other offences 1,668 1,607 





public offices and private persons; but these costs are 
repaid. For special services rendered by the Metro- 
politan police in the year ended the 31st of March, 1879, 
the amount repaid to the receiver was £127,411 9s. 1d. 
The average cost per man for the whole of the police and 
constabulary in 1878 was £97 8s. 5d., as against £96 14s. 
in 1877, and the total costs of the separate forces in 
1878 were as follows :—borough police, £768,520; 
county constabulary, £1,031,559; metropolitan police, 
£1,088,230; and city of London police, £92,283. Of 
the aggregate amount, £1,182,013 was contributed from 
he public revenue. 


In the two years respectively there were 159 and 
138 murders; 82 and 81 attempts to murder; 254 and 
239 cases of manslaughter; 246 and 224 rapes; 3,700 
and 2,342 burglaries; 2,248 and 1,597 cases of breaking 
into shops, warehouses, &c. ; 660 and 525 robberics and 
attempts with violence; 3855 and 264 cases of horse- 
stealing ; and 37,024 and 36,434 larcenies, &e.; showing 
an increase under each head in 1878, ‘The cases, how- 
ever, of shooting at, wounding, and stabbing, decreased 
by 31; those of concealment of birth by 19; unnatural 
offences by 14; assaults with intent by 54; assaults 











by 66; cases of cattle-stealing by 5; and cases of 
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sheep-stealing by 46. In 1878 there were 944 cases of 
attempted suicide as against 879 in 1877. 


The number of persons committed or bailed for trial 
for indictable offences during the year ending 29th 
of September, 1878, was 16,820; and of this number it 
may be computed that 12,615 (75 per cent. being the 
usual proportion) would be convicted. To this number, 
in order to show the total convictions during the year, 
may be added 538,232 summary convictions before the 
magistrates, making together 550,847, being an increase 
upon the number for 1877 of 18,704, or 3°5 per cent. 
The total number of persons summarily proceeded 
against in 1878 was 676,773, or 548,418 males and 
128,355 females; of whom, as above noticed, 
538,232 were convicted, while 138,541 were dis- 
charged. The magistrates inflicted various periods of 
imprisonment by way of punishment in 106,891 cases; 
$69,586 offenders were fined; 1,548 whipped; 18,386 
were ordered to find sureties or to enter into recognizance ; 
4,197 were delivered up to the army or navy; and 
37,624 were otherwise dealt with. There were 12,583 
summary proceedings for offences against the game laws, 
as against 13,521 in 1877 ; for drunkenness and drunken- 
ness and disorder, 194,549, as against 200,184; for other 
offences under the Licensing Act of 1872, 10,341, as 
against 15,906 ; for breaches of the peace, &c., 20,709, as 
against 20,749; for offences under the vagrant laws, 
43,764, as gainst 40,051; for offences under local Acts 
and borough bye-laws, 47,781, as against 45,435 ; for 
offences under the highway, turnpike, railway, and 
carriage laws, 31,122, as against 30,858; for offences 
under the Police Acts, 20,592, as against 18,217; for 
offences under the Weights and Measures Act, 4,246, as 
against 3,979; for offences under the Mutiny Acts, 
6,736, as against 6,929; for offences under the Poor Law 
Acts, 11,373, as against 10,943; for nuisances and 
offences against health, 11,969, as against 12,493; and 
under the Prevention of Crime Act, 1871, s. 7, 349, as 
against 276, 

Of the persons apprehended for indictable offences, 
and of those summarily proceeded against in 1878, 
14,062 males, and 3,962 females were known thieves; 
22,459 were prostitutes; 19,620 males, and 4,042 
females, were vagrants, tramps, &c.; 37,971 males, and 
6,566 females, were suspicious characters ; 32,177 males, 
and 12,126 females, were habitual drunkards (not in- 
cluded under the above heads); 275,810 males, and 37,694 
females, bore previous good character ; and the charac- 
ters of 187,222 males, and 47,124 females were un- 
known. 

The number of appeals against the decisions of 
justices in summary proceedings in 1878 was 154, 
against 172 in i877. In 89, or 57°7 of the cases in 
1878 the convictions were affirmed, and in the remainder 
quashed. Of the appeals, 49 were in cases of bastardy 
orders, and in 32 cases the convictions were affirmed. 
The summary convictions, exclusive of those in bastardy 
cases, were 534,881. There was therefore one appeal for 
every 5,094, and one reversal of the judgment for every 
11,143 of the convictions. In the cases of disobeying 
bastardy orders there was one appeal for every 68, and 
one reversal of the judgment for every 197 of the con- 
victions. 








On the 23rd inst. the Queen’s Bench Division (Lush and 
Manisty, JJ.), on the occasion of an application for time to 
move for a new trial in a case tried on the Northern Circuit 
which ended on Tuesday, stated that in their view of the 
new rule, which allowed seven days from the end of the 
circuits (not “the circuit,” but “the circuits”’), the time 
allowed was seven days from the end of the last or latest of 
the circuits—that is, not the circuit where the cause was 
tried, but the circuit which last closed. That, on this ooca- 
sion, was the Midland, which closed on Saturday, so that 
the time allowed for moving a case from any circuit was 
@even days from last Saturday. 











Rebhiews. 
EXAMINATION BOOKS. 


Tre Frvat Examination Dicest; Contamsmse Aa Digest 
OF THE Fina Examination Questions 1n Marrsrs oF 
Law anv Procepurg, &c., AND ON THE Law or Regan 
AND Persona Property, AND THE Practice or Con- 
VEYANCING. By Epwarp Henstowe Bzprorp, Solicitor. 
Stevens and Sons. 

Mr. Bedford regards this as the crowning stone of the 
fortifications he has reared against the Incorporated Law 
Society’s examiners. He has arranged alphabetically in 
the order in which the subjects are laid before the 
candidate the final examination questions, and has 
appended answers to them which, in the cases we have 
examined, are concise and fairly accurate. There are, 
however, some errors of the press which should be 
corrected. For instance, we do not recommend the 
candidates for the examination to say much about 
** Lord Lonsdale’s”’ decision in Meggison v. Moore (2 
Ves. jun. 632). 





CONSTITUTIONAL HISTORY. 


Eneuish ConstituTionaAL History From THE TEUTONIC 
Conavgest TO THE Present Time. By T. P. Taswect 
LanemeaD, B.C.L.,  Barrister-at-Law. Second 
Edition. Stevens & Haynes. 


We are glad to see a second edition of this valuable 
text-book. Mr. Taswell Langmead has always seemed 
to us to meet very well the requirements. of the student. 
He is concise, comprehensive, and careful, and his style 
is so easy that the general reader will find the book by no 
means unattractive. In the present edition, the chapter on 
the Succession to the Crown has been remodelled, and 
the last chapter largely added to. As it now stands, we 
should find it hard to name a better text-book on 
English Constitutional History. 


General Corresponvence. 


To Corresponpents.—S. D. A. S—A list of the 
manors in which the custom of Borough English pre- 
vails will be found in Robinson on Gavelkind, p. 391, 
but we have not yet succeeded in discovering any list of 
the boroughs where it obtains. Further inquiries will be 
made. 

E. K.—Too late for this week.—Brz.—H. G.—Under 
consideration. 
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Cases of the Geek. 

Court or APPEAL—JvrispIcTION— RE-HEARING—BAnNK- 
Ruptcy APpPEAL—PENDING APPEAL TO House or LORDS 
—JupicaturE Act. 1873, ss. 17—19—JupicaTuRE Act, 
1875, s. 9—Banxruprey Act, 1869, s. 71.—In a case of 
Ex parte Banco de Portugal, before the Court of Appeal on 
the 23rd inst., the court was asked to re-hear pro formé an 
appeal from the London Court of Bankruptey, which had 
been heard and dismissed in April, 1879, for the purpose 
of inserting in the order of dismissal a document, as having 
been read to the court, which had not in fact been read to 
it on the hearing of the appeal. The object of the applica- 
tion was to enable the appellants to adduce the document 
in evidence upon the hearing of an appeal which they bad 
presented to the House of Lorde, and which was pending. 
It was urged that the pringiple of the decision in Flower 
v. Lloyd (25 W. BR. 798, L. BR, 6 Ch. 


a: e 
Court of Appeal has no jurisdiction to rehear_an a 

from the Chancery Division of the = Coot 4 
as the original jarisdiction of the old Co _Appealin 
Chancery TS been transferred by the Judicature Acts, 
not to the present Court of Appeal, bat to the High 
Court, does not apply to the re-bearing of an appeal 
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in bankroptey, because, by section 18 of the Judica- 
ture Act of 1873, all the jurisdiction of the former Court o' 
Appeal in Bankruptcy has been transferred to the present 
Court of Appeal, and not merely its appellate jurisdiction, 
and, by section 71 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, the Court 
of Appeal in Bankruptcy had an express power of re-hearing 
conferred upon it. The court (James, Brett, and CorrTon, 
L.JJ.) said that it was unnecessary to decide whether they 
would have had jurisdiction really to re-hear the appeal upon 
new evidence, though Brerr, L.J., was inclined to think that 
there would have been such a power. But there were two 
fatal objections to the present application. If the docu- 
ment in question was inserted in the order without alter- 
ing the date of the order, the court would be telling the 
House of Lords that the document was before it on the 
hearing of the appeal, when, in fact, it was not—in other 
words, the court would be making an untrue record, If, 
on the other hand, the date of the order on the appeal was 
to be altered, the order would be made to bear a date sub- 
sequent to that of the presentation of the appeal to the 
House of Lords. The application was accordingly refused. 


Trave-Marks REGIsTRATION Act, 1875—OPPposITION TO 
Marx Proposep ror ReGistRaAtTion—CoLour—TEsT oF 
Snmuzarity.—In a case of Jn re Worthington & Co., Ex 
parte Bass, before the Court of Appeal on the 24th inst., 
the question was with reference to the registration of a 
trade-mark, which Messrs. Worthington & Co. had sent in 
for registration, but which had been opposed by Messrs. 
Bass & Co., on the ground that the proposed mark so 
nearly resembled their well-known red triangle as to be 
calculated to deceive. As advertised for registration and 
registered, Messrs. Bass & Co.'s mark was represented as 
a triangular black blotch, colour not being allowed by the 
Commissioners of Patents to appear on the register of 
trade-marks. The mark sent in by Worthington & Co. 
was a new mark, and consisted of a triangular border, 
bearing the words, “ Beccles Brewery, established 1830,” 
and within the border was a representation of a church, 
stated to be the church at Beccles, where Worthington & 
Co.’s business was carried on. ‘The present appeal was 
brought from a decision of the Master of the Rolls by 
which he restrained Messrs, Worthington & Co. from pro- 
ceeding with the registration of the mark. The principal 
question discussed on the hearing of the appeal was whether, 
in estimating the degree of resemblance between the two 
marks, they were to be looked as they appeared in the 
advertisement in the Zrade-Marks Journal, in black and 
white, or whether the probable adoption of colour in actual 
practice was to be taken into consideration. In affirming 
the judgment, James, L.J., said that the words “ calculated 
to deceive” in the 6th section of the Act of 1875 ought 
to be construed liberally, so as to advance the remedy and 
repress the mischief. There might be a substantial differ- 
ence if the marks were used in black and white, but the 
Act said ncthing of colour, and if both marks were in 
practice coloured in the same way, the differences might dis- 
appear. Brett, L.J.. was of the same opinion, and said that 
the proper test of similarity was to suppose both marks to be 
registered, that each proprietor was ignorant of the other's 
mark, then would any fair use be calculated to deceive, 
without taking into consideration the possibility of a fraudu- 
lent design on the part of one of the proprietors. If the first 
mark might be used in any colour, the second could, so that 
the question was, supposing both marks to be used in 
practice in the same colour, without intent to deceive, would 
the one be likely to be taken for the other ? In the present 
case if the two marks were similarly coloured, deception 
would be probable, though if they were not coloured, it would 
not be. Corron, L.J., doubted whether the proper way of 
considering the question was not to look at the marks as they 
appeared in black or white, leaving out of consideration the 
possibility of one of the marks being subsequently coloured 
in the same way as the other one had previously been, in 
which event the unfair use of the second mark might 
probably be restrained in an action grounded on fraud. 


Mortoage—ConsolipA110ON—REDEMPTION.—In @ case of 
Mills v. Jennings, before the Court of Appeal on the 14th 
inst., an important question arose with reference to the doc- 
trine of the con solidation of mortgages—viz., whether the 
mortgagee of two estates, Whiteacre and Blackacre, belong- 
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mortgage of Blackacre was created after the sale of 
@ equity of redemption of Whiteacre. “Bacon, V-C.; on 
the authority of Tassel ¥, Sith (2 De G. & J. 713), 
held that the right to consolidate existed in such a case, 
The Co I (James, BAcGAttay, and Cortox, 
L.JJ.) reversed the decision, thus, in effect, overruling 
Tassell v. Smith, Corton, L.J., who delivered the judg. 
ment of the court, said that the rule as to consolidation 
of mortgages is founded on the equitable principle that 
@ court of equity would not assist a mortgagor in getting 
back one of his estates unless he paid all that wag 
due to his mortgagee, though secured on a different 
estate. The mortgagor was coming into a court of equity 
to obtain its assistance in getting back an estate which 
at law belonged to the mortgagee, and it was held 
to be inequitable to allow him to get back an estate 
of more value than the debt charged on it, and to 
leave the mortgagee with an estate charged with a debt 
due by the mortgagor of larger amount than the value 
of the estate. Moreover, as a mortgagor could not be 
allowed to prejudice the rights of his mortgagee by any 
dealings with the equity of redemption of the estate 
in mortgage, it had been held that a purchaser or mort. 
gagee of one of two estates already in mortgage was, ag 
regarded the consolidation of the mortgages, in the saue 
position as the original mortgagor—that is, the purchaser 
of an equity took subject to all the equities affecting the 
person through whom heclaimed. In their lordships’ opinion, 
independently of authority, this principle could not 
apply where one of the mortgages which it was sought 
to consolidate was not created till after the mort- 
gagor had sold the equity of redemption of the estate 
owned by the person who was claiming to redeem. 
If it did apply, the result would be to affect in equity, 
and by virtue of a rule the creation of equity, the rights of 
a purchaser by the subsequent act of his vendor. The prin- 
ciple which allowed as against a subsequent purchaser or 
mortgagee the right of consolidation was that the mortgagor 
could not by any dealing with the equity of redemption 
prejudice the rights of his mortgagees. ‘This could only 
apply to rights already given or arising from acts already 
done by the mortgagor. The same principle would prevent 
the mortgagor from throwing a greater burden on the pur- 
chaser of his equity of redemption by any act done subse- 
quently to the sale or mortgage of this estate. It was true 
that a mortgagee of one estate might get in and consolidate 
the mortgage on another estate against a purchaser of the 
equity of redemption of one of the estates, even though at 
the time of the purchase the two mortgages were vested 
in different persons, provided both the mortgages existed 
previously to the sale of the equity of redemption of the 
estates sold. But this equity arose out of acts done by the 
vendor of the equity of redemption previously to the sale; 
and the act after the sale necessary to give effect to the 
right of consolidation—namely, the union of the mortgages 
on both estates in one person—was an act of persons wha 
were no parties to the sale of the equity of redemption and 
not bound to the purchaser by any contract inconsistent with 
the claim to consolidate. In their lordships’ opinion, the 
purchaser of an equity of redemption took subject to such 
equities as arose from acts previously done by his vendor. 
He was subject to those eqnities, though acts of persons other 
than the vendor might be necessary to give rise to the equity. 
But in their lordships’ opinion he was not sutject to avy 
equity arising from acts done by his vendor subsequently to 
the sale, and therefore, as against a purchaser of the equity 
of redemption of an estate, there could be no consolidation 
of a mortgage subsequently created on another estate. 
Tassell v. Smith had been relied on as an authority the other 
way. But the reasons given by the judges in that case for 
their decision were very short, and there might have been 
special circumstances which influenced their judgment. 
But, as reported, the case was an authority in favour of the 
defendant's contention, and the teal question was whether 
that decision ought to be followed. It was not a decision 
on which the titles to real estates depended, Even if 
Tassell v. Smith had been in practice followed, no title 
would be rendered bad by @ decision overruling that case. 
With the exception of the present case none had beem 
quoted in which Zassell vy. Smith had been followed. 
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But in Baker v. Gray (24 W. R. 171, L. R. 1 Ch. D. 491), 
Vice-Chancellor Hall, whose experience in conveyancing 
made his opinion on such a point of great value, though he 
felt himself bound by the decision, disapproved the priaciple 
on which, in their lordships’ opinion, the judgment, as 
reported, was based. With all respect for the Lords Justices 
who decided Tussel/ y. Smith, their lordships thought they 
did not sufficiently consider that they were allowing a sub- 
sequent act of a vendor to defeat the right acyuired by 
the purchaser from him. The principle laid down by their 
judgment would enable any settlor or vendor of an equity 
of redemption to throw a burden on those interested under 
the settlement or purchase, and practically to defeat the 
settlement or sale, by a subsequent mortgage of an entirely 
different estate to secure a sum far beyond its value, which 
the mortgagee would be induced to advance in reliance on 
his right to consolidate it with the mortgage of which the 
equity of redemption had been settled or sold. As a rule 
the present Court of Appeal ought to treat the decisions of 
the Court of Appeal in Chancery as binding authorities, 
but it was at liberty not to do so where there was a sufficient 
reason for overruling them. As the decision in Tuassell v. 
Smith might lead to consequences so serious, their lordships 
thought that they were at liberty to reconsider and review 
the decision in that case as if it were being re-heard in the 
old Court of Appeal in Chancery, as was not uncommon. 
In their opinion, the principle on which the rule as 
to consolidation of securities was based was misapplied 
and, to some extent, departed from in that case. They 
therefore declined to follow that decision so far as 
it authorized a subsequent mortgage effected by a 
vendor to be consolidated as against a purchaser from 
him of the equity of redemption of another estate. 


Easement—W ay or Necesstty—RESERVATION—EXTENT 
oF IMpLieD Grant.—In a case of Mayor of London v. Riggs, 
before the Master of the Rolls on the 23rd inst., an im- 
portant question arose as to the extent of a way of necessity 
the court would imply as reserved to the grantor of certain 
land where he retained land entirely enclosed by the 
other land sold by him. It appeared that the plaintiffs had 
purchased a tract of land from the defendant Heathcote, 
but he had kept a small piece entirely surrounded by the 
land sold by him, and which, at the time of the grant to the 
plaintiffs, was used for agricultural purposes only. The de- 
fendant Heathcote subsequently leased the land to the de- 
fendant Riggs, who now proposed to erect a house of 
refreshment upon it, and so required the plaintiffs to give him 
a right of way for more than agricultural purposes. The plain- 
tiffs commenced this action for a declaration that the defend- 
ants were entitled only to a way of necessity for agricultural 
purposes, and the defendants demurred to the statement of 
claim. The question was argued what right of way the 
defendants were entitled to—whether such a right of way as 
was sufficient for the necessity at the time of the grant, or 
to a general right of way so as to be sufficient for any pur- 
pose the defendants might put the land to. Jerssrt, M.R., 
said that whatever his decision was, he was making new law 
as, notwithstanding the number of cases that had been 
referred to, he could not find that the point was covered by 
authority, or even, in fact, that it had been seriously dis- 
cussed in any case. It was laid down in numerous cases 
that the only case in which a man could derogate from his 
own grant was in the case of a way of necessity. According 
to the old pleading rules, such way of necessity must be 
pleaded as a re-grant by the grantee, and the question was, 
‘What was the extent of the re-grant ? The only scintilla 
of authority on the subject were some observations of 
Lord Cairns, in Gayford v. Moffatt (L. R. 4 Ch. 133), 
from which he gathered that the way of necessity must be 
suitable for the necessity at the time the grant was made. 
Trying the question on principle, and treating it as an 
exception tothe grant, why should the exception be larger 
than the necessity required ? The object of the presumed 
re-grant was that the grantee should occupy and derive the 
same benefit from the land as he did at the time of the 
grant. In his opinion, in the present case, the grantor 
would only be supposed to reserve himself such a right of 
way as would enable him to enjoy the thing as it then was, 
as, if he did more, the result would be to enable him to 
enjoy his property as if he had a general right of way over 
the land sold by him. If the grantor had desired to reserve 
to himself more than was necessary for his enjoyment of the 





property as it was, he should have made an express reserva- 
tion in his conveyance, and not having done so, he was not 
entitled to more now. He therefore overruled the demurrer, 
with costs. 


—_— 


TrapEs Union Act, 1871, s. 4—Expunston or MemBer 
or Trape Union—Ricut to Sue—INTERFERENCE WITH 
Ricut or Prorerry—Oxnsecrs or Act—Jurispiction.—In 
a case of Rigby v. Connol, before the Master of the Rolls on 
the 24th inst., a question arose as to the right of a member 
of a trade union to sue, in respect of an alleged wrongful 
expulsion from the union. The plaintiff had been a member 
of the union for twenty-seven years, but in consequence of 
his son having gone to work with a certain firm, contrary, 
as was alleged, to the rules of the union, the plaintiff 
was fined, and on his refusal to pay the fine, or take 
his son away from the shop objected to, the committee ex- 
pelled him from the union. The plaintiff now brought this ~ 
action, seeking to have it declared he was entitled to par- 
ticipate in the benefits of the union, and for an injunction to 
restrain the defendants from excluding him from such 
participation. A preliminary objection was taken to the 
plaintiff's right to sue, either under the Act of 1871, or other- 
wise, and this question was accordingly argued. By section 
8 of the Trades Union Act, 1871, the purposes of any trade 
union shall not, by reason merely that they are in restraint 
of trade, be unlawful, so as to render void or voidable any 
agreement or trust. By section 4, nothing in the Act “ shall 
enable any court to entertain any legal proceeding instituted 
with the object of directly enforcing or recovering damages 
for the breach of any agreement” (inter alia) for the *‘ appli- 
cation of the funds of a trade union to provide benefits to 
members.” JxsseL, M.R., said he must give an opinion on 
the construction of the Trades Union Act which he 
could not find was covered by any authority. The 
first question he would consider was what was the 
ground on which the courts interfered in the case of 
a club or society. The ground recognized in all the 
cases had been a right of property, which right had been 
interfered with. If an association, whether for social, or 
scientific, or charitable objects, had no property attached to 
it in which the members were interested, the court did not 
interfere at the instance of any member. The court would 
not, in fact, enforce any contracts which were merely 
personal, such as, for instance, those between master and 
servant. Ona question of this sort, therefore, a plaintiff to 
succeed must show that he had a right of property which 
was taken away or interfered with. In the present case the 
plaintiff did not state in his claim that the union had any 
property whatever, and that of itself was a fataljobjection to 
his action. But even if he had alleged that the union had any 
property, as they in fact had, the result must have been the 
same. The property they had was apparently the proceeds 
of the subscriptions of members which were, according to the 
rules, applicable to two classes of purposes—first, benefit 
purposes; and, secondly, strictly trade purposes; and the 
funds were to be applied towards both. The plaintiff had un- 
doubtedly a right to participate in the benefit purposes if he 
adhered to the rules. Now, in his claim he asked for a declara- 
tion of his right to participate in the benefits of the union, 
andthese benefits, in fact, arose from the subscriptions 
to the union—in other words, the subscriptions were its 
only property. The next question was, How did the 
Act of Parliament affect his rignt to sue? The object 
of the Act primarily was, no doubt, to give trade 
unions a legal status so as to enable them to prosecute 
their treasurers and secretaries who had defrauded them, 
Another object was to enable the unions to sue and also to 
hold property, but it was not intended that contracts entered 
into by the members in¢er se should be made legal, so as to 
enable the members to come into a court of law to enforce 
them. The result would have been to reduce workmen toa 
state of bondage if their contracts as to working could be 
enforced against them. The 4th section was intended to 
prevent the Act giving the court jurisdiction to entertain 
proceedings in reference (inter alia) to the application of the 
funds of a union providing benefits for members. This was 
exactly what the plaintiff asked by his claim, and his lordship 
was, in fact,asked by the plaintiff to give him specific perform- 
ance of thecontract contained in the rules, and this, in his 
opinion, the Act did not enable him to do, Then the only 
remaining question was whether, as the Act did not give him 
the power, he had power to entertain the application inde- 
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pendently of the Act. Without the Act, however, the union 
was clearly unlawful, as nearly all the provisions in their 
rules were in restraint of trade. Without the Act the rules 
were clearly illegal, and the plaintiff could not come into 
court for any aid to enforce an illegal contract. He did not 
think the Legislature had intended that avy member of 
these trade unions should invoke the aid of the courts, and 
in his opinion that was not only the fair construction of the 
Act, but also its manifest meaning. The plaintiff’s case 
failed on all grounds, and, he must, therefore, give judgment 
for the defendants, with costs, 


Solicitor AND CLIENT—VERBAL RETAINER—CoNFLICT— 
Oxvs on Soxicitor.—In a case of Wilson vy. Emmerson, 
before the Master of the Rolls on the 13th inst., a question 
arose whether a solicitor could prove his retainer under the 
following circumstances. It appeared that he had no written 
retainer, but he deposed that he had received a verbal re- 
tainer, although there was, in his lordship’s opinion, no 
entry in his diary or any other book referring thereto. The 
question arose on a motion to make the solicitor pay the costs 
of proceedings instituted by him without autbority. The 
retainer was denied, and the solicitor only said that he was 
instructed to take the necessary steps to protect the client’s 
interests. JEsseL, M.R., was of opinion there was no 
sufficient evidence of any retainer. It was the dnty of every 
solicitor to take a written retainer froni his client, but if he 
did not, it was.still open to him to prove a parol retainer, 
or to prove that his acting as solicitor came to the client’s 
krowledge, and that he adopted it. That was decidéd in the 
€ases of Lord v. Kellett (2 My. & KT), and Atkinson v. 
Abbot (3 Dr. 251). Moreover, in the case of the solicitor’s 
unsupported evidence, which was met by a specific denial, 
in his opinion, credit must be given to the client. That was 
tha effect of the cases of Allen y. Bone (4 Beay. 493), and 
Wright y. Castle (83 Mer. 12). The retainer in this case 
entirely failed. 


PRACTICE—ARBITRATION—RAILWAY PassenGers AssuR- 
Ance Company Act, 1864—AtTTENDANCE OF WITNESSES.— 
An application was made, by motion upon notice, to Vice- 
Chancellor Hall, on the 19th inst., In re Davey and The 
Railway Passengers’ Assurance Company, for an order that a 
submission to an arbitrator might be made a’ rule of court. 
By the Act regulating the company (27 & 28 Vict. c. 
exxv.), provisions are made for the reference to an arbitrator 
of disputed questions as to compensation for personal 
injuries, and in particular it is enacted (section 24) that the 
arbitrator may call for the production of documents, and 
examine witnesses upon oath, and (section 32) that the sub- 
mission may be made a rule of court upon the application 
of either party. The present application was made, on 
behalf of the claimant, against the company, on the ground 
that the order asked was necessary in order to empower him 
to compel the attendance of witnesses. ‘Ihe motion was 
opposed upon the ground that it was altogether unnecessary 
to make the submission a rule of court, except for the purpose 
of taxation of costs, or the enforcement of the award, the 
practice being for the solicitor on either side te certify upon 
affidavit the names of the witnesses necessary for his client’s 
case, and to file the list at judges’ chambers (Common Law 
Division), when an order for their attendance was made us 
of course by a master. Hat, V.C., agreed with this state- 
ment as to the practice, and, considering the present motion 
to be unnecessary for any present purpose, he refused it, 
with coste. 


CopyriGHt—PAInTING—ENGRAVING—REGISTRATION— 5 

& 6 Vict. c. 45, 8. 11—25 & 26 Vict. c. 68, 5, 1.—In a case 

_ of Lucas v. Cooke, before Fry, J.,on the 25th inst., a question 
" arose as 10 the rights of a person to whom the owner of the 
copyright of a painting has assigned that copyright for a 
limited ‘purpose only. The owner of the copyright of a 
painting had assigned the copyright to the plaintiff * for the 
purpose of producing an engraving of one size.” The plair- 
tiff had registered himself at Stationers’ Hall as the pro- 
prietor of the copyright of the painting, and had then 
published a s'eel mezzotinto engraving of the painting. The 
defendant afterwards published a chromo-lithograph, which 
the pleintiff alleged to be an infringement of his copyright, 
and he claimed an injonction and damages. Both the paint- 
ing and the chromo-lithograph represented a young girl with 








bare feet on the sea-shore, with a spade in one hand and @ 
bucket in the other, the spade in each case being placed across. 
the shoulder. The dress and attitude of the two figures 
were, however, different, and there were some other differences, 
The evidence of the defendant, which was uncontradicted, 
proved that his chromo-lithograph had been copied from 
a photograph published in New York, and that neither 
the defendant nor the artist whom he had employed had 
seen or heard of either the painting or the engraving until, 
after the chromo-lithograph had been produced. There was. 
no evidence to show under what circumstances the pheto- 
graph had been produced in New York. Fay, J., held 
that the assignment to the plaintiff was either a limited 
assignment of the copyright of the painting for the 

urpose of making an engraving of one size, or a 
iceuce to copy the painting for that limited purpose 
only, leaving in the original proprietor of the copyright of 
the painting the right to make copies of it in any other 
manner, and of apy other size, a right which he could 
assign to any other person. And, by section 11 of the Act 
(5 & 6 Vict. c. 45), the registration was only made primé 
facie evidence of proprietorship, which was capable of being 
rebutted, and in the present case the primd facie evidence 
was rebutted by the very terms of the assignment to the 
plaintiff. The plaintiff was, therefore, the proprietor only 
of the copyright of the engraving. The evidence proved 
that the defendant’s chromo-lithograph had been copied. 
from the New York photograph, and assuming, as was very 
probable, that the photograph itself had been copied or 
imitated from either the painting or the engraving, it might 
have been just as well copied from the painting in which 
the plaintiff had no copyright as from the engraving in 
which he had a copyright, and the court would not, in the 
absence of evidence, assume that it had been copied from the 
engraving. The plaintiff could not succeed unless he proved 
that the photograph had been copied from the engraving, 
and this he had not done. The action was accordingly 
dismissed. 

Bitt or Save oF Stock, wncLupine Fourure-AcQuirED 
Prorperty—GraNTor Lerr in Possession AND CARRYING 
on BusinEss—PowER TO Give A Goop TiTLE TO Goons 
SOLD 1N Orpinary CoursE or THAT Business.—In the case 
of the National Mercantile Bank v. Hampson, which came 
before the Queen’s Bench Division on February 24, the 
plaintiff, the grantee of a bill of sale given by a farmer, 
claimed to recover damages against the defendant for wheat 
sold by the grantor to the defendant, after the bill of sale, 
and included in it. The claim set out so much of the bill 
of sale as showed that it included the whole of the farm 
stock and utensile, and the future-acquired property. The 
grantor was left in possession, and the defendant in his- 
defence alleged that he bovght the wheat in the ordinary 
course of trade without notice of the bill of sale. The 
plaintiff demurred. The court (Lusi and Manisry, JJ.), 
overruled the demurrer, on the ground that where a person 
takes a bill of sale from a person trading of The whole of bis 
stock-in-trade and the future-acquired property, there is an 
implied authority to carry on his trade, and therefore he 
can convey a good title to goods sold by him in the ordi- 
nary course of that trade. 


Practice—Costs—Taxation or—HicwEer Scaue, NOT 
NECESSARILY ALLOWED BECAUSE INJUNCTION CLAIMED—AD- 
DITIONAL RuLEs or Court, 1875, Oro. 6, Rx, 2.-—In Chapman 
v. Midland Railway Company, application was made in the 
Queen’s Bench Division on Monday, the 23rd inst,, to set 
aside an order of Field, J., at chambers, refusing to allow the 
costs in the action to Le taxed on the higher scale provided 
by the Judicature Act. The order of the judge at chambers 
confirmed the decision of the master. ‘The action was for 
trespass to land, and the writ claimed damages and an in- 
junction. The trespass had been committed by the defend- 
ants along an occupation road, which crossed a field of the 
plaintiffs’. The defendants had used this road for the cart- 
age of materials, &c., from the hfgh-road to their line of 
railway during the course of its construction. The plaintiffs 
obtained a perpetual injunction restraining the defendants 
from further trespass, and the question of damages for past 
injuries was settled between the parties, It was contended 
on behalf of the plaintiffsthat the action was one for a special 
injunction to restrain the commission or continuance of in- 
juries to property, and was one in which such injunction 
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was the principal relief sought to be obtained. It was, there- 
fore, such an action as, by ord. 6, r. 2, of the Additional 
Rules of Court, 1875, entitled the parties to have the costs 
taxed according to the higher scale. The court (Lusa and 
Manisty, JJ.), without calling on the other side, held that 
the case was not one in which the higher scale of costs should 
be allowed. The class of cases enumerated in the order 
ere those in which an injunction was claimed to restrain the 
commission -of an irreparable and permanent injury. In 
the case befure them the trespass was of a temporary nature, 
and did not come within the class of cases contemplated. 
The rale did not apply to all cases in which an injunction 
asasked for, but only to those of that particular class, It 
ust depend upon the facts in each case whether the case 
me within the class or not. 





Tue Prisons Act, 1877 (40 & 41 Vict. c. 21), 8s. 4, 57— 
ExPENsES OF CONVEYING PrisongRS COMMITTED BY JUSTICES 
to Prison not TRANSFERRED To SECRETARY oF STATE. 
—In the case of Mullins v. The Treasurer of the County of 
Surrey, which was heard in the Queen’s Bench Division on 
the 20th inst. upon a special case, the plaintiff was a police 
constable, and claimed the expenses of conveying to prison 
two prisoners committed to prison by the police magistrate 
sitting at Lambeth, in the county of Surrey. One prisoner 
was summarily convicted, and the other committed for trial. 
The case was a test case, to ascertain whether these expenses 
which, under 27 Geo. 2, c. 3, and 11 & 12 Vict. c. 42, 
the prisoners having no means, would have been 
payable by the treasurer of the county of Surrey, 
were now payable under the Prison Act, 1877, by the 
Secretary of State; section 4 of that Act providing that 
all future expenses incurred in the maintenance of prisons 
and of prisoners therein shall be defrayed out of moneys pro- 
vided by Parliament, and section 57 defining ‘ maintenance 
of a prisoner,” and containing a proviso that nothing in the 
Act shall exempt a prisoner from payment of any costs or 
expenses in respect of his conveyance to prison or otherwise, 
which he would have been liable to pay if this Act had not 
passed. It was argued that this proviso was useless, unless 
the Act transferred these expenses, whereas, in this case, the 
prisoner could not pay them. ‘The court (Lusw and Manisry, 
JJ.) held that the county treasurer was still liable to pay 
these expenses, there being nothing to transfer them in the 
enacting words of the Act, which only related to expenses 
after the prisoner was actually in prison. 





CovENANT IN REsTRAINT OF TRADE—VALIDITY—EXTENT 
—REASONABLENESS.—In a case of Roussillon v. Rousillon, 
before Fry, J., on the 23rd inst., a question arose as to the 
validity of a covenant in restraint of trade. The plaintiffs 
Were champagne merchants, at Epernay, in France. The 
defendant had been for many years their traveller in 
England and elsewhere. He had entered into an agree- 
mept with them that, if at any time he left their house for 
any reason whatever, he would not establish himself, nor 
associate himself with other persons, in the champagne 
trade. The plaintiffs had ceased to employ the defendant, 
and he had started in London as a retail wine merchant, 
selling champagne and other wines. He described himself 
in his circulars as of “ Ay, Champagne,” and he placed a 
similar brand on the corks of his bottles. He had no es- 
tablishment in Champagne, but imported the champagne 
wine which he sold from growers in Champagne. On be- 
half of the defendant it was contended that there had keen 
no breach of the agreement, and farther, that the 
agreement was invalid, because the restriction imposed 
Was more thun was reasonably required for the pro- 
tection of the plaintiffs’ trade. And it was said that, 
beyond that, the cases have laid down a hard and 
fast rule that a covenant in restraint of trade is necessarily 
Mvalid if it is unlimited in regard to space. Fry, J., 
held that there is no such hard and fast rule, but that the 
only question is that of reasonableness. Independently of 
aathority, he thought that such a hard and fast rule would 
be unreasonable, for many trades are carried on over the 
Whole kingdom, or over a still wider area, while other 
trades are localized. The rule would allow a complete 
Protection to the latter class, but not to theformer. Also, 

Would apply to cases where a restriction unlimited as to 
Space would be reasonable, while it would have no opera- 





tion in a case where such a restriction would be unreason- 
able—i.c., it would operate just where it ought not, and if 
it was an artificial hard and fast rale, it could be evaded 
by making a single exception, however small, and no ex- 
ception to it could be merely colourable. His lordship 
thought that he ought not to hold that such a rule existed, 
unless it was clearly established. No doubt there were 
cases in which it had been said that the restriction as to 
space must not be universal, but he thought that in most 
of those cases the restriction was considered an unreason- 

able one. No doubt, in Allsopp v. Wheatcroft (21 W. R. 

102, L. R. 15 Eq. 59), Wickens, V.C., did say that the rale 

was a hard and fast one. But James, V.C., took a differ- 
ent view in Leather Cloth Company v. Lorsont (18 W. R. 

572, L. R. 9 Eq. 345) ; and, on the whole, his lordship 
held that there was no such hard and fast rule. And asto 
the question of reasonableness, his lordship was of opinion 

that, as the defendant was seeking to limit the freedom of 

contract, the burden was cast on him of showing that 

the restraint imposed by the agreement was plainly and 

obviously beyond that which the protection of the plaintiffs’ 

interests required. This he held that the defendant had not 

done, and therefore he should grant an injunction to re- 
strain him from carrying on the business of an importer of 
champagne wine for ten years from the time of his leaving 
the plaintiffs’ employment. 








THE GOVERNMENT LAND BILLS. 


Tue Lord Chancellor on Monday stated, as follows, the pro- 
visions of the Bill which he has introduced with refer- 
ence to the sale of settled estates:—‘‘He would at once 
state the powers they proposed to give to the tenant for life 
as incident to his estate. They proposed that, in the first 
place, he should have power to sell: that where there were 
copyholds parcel of the estate, the tenant for life should 
have power to sell the copyhold so as‘to enfranchise. They 
proposed to give bim power to exchange, giving or receiv- 
ing money for equality of estate, and also power of partition- 
ing, giving or receiving money in the same way for equality 
of exchange. The Bill proposed that those powers should be 
guarded in the usual way adopted to secure the obtaining 
of the best price at sales by auction. Now, all those 
powers were such as would naturally be contained in any 
well-drawn settlement, and were given to the tenant for 
life, or to the tenant for life with the consent of the 
trustees, or to trustees with the consent of the tenant for life. 
It was further proposed that certain checks should accom- 
pany those powers which were cooferred on the tenant for 
life as being incident to the estate. So also as to - leases, 
they proposed to grant to the tenant for life power to grant 
agricultural leases for twenty-one years, building leases for 
ninety-nine years, and mining leases for sixty years; and, 
further, that with the consent of the court, where in any 
part of the country there was a special custom existing in 
reference to building or mining leases, as was the 
case in some parts of England, there should be 
power given to conform to that special custom, It was, of 
course, necessary to make provision for securing the best 
rent, and to add covenants as to the buildings and as 
to streets and open spaces in cases where build- 
ing leases were granted. It was also provided that 
the tenant for life should have correlative powers 
of taking surrenders of leases, and in the case of copy- 
holds to grant licences to the copyholder for the purposes 
mentioned in the Bill. He would now state what was 
proposed to be done with the purchase-moneys in the 
cases of sales, and with the capital moneys produced by the 
exercise of those powers. The proposal was that they 
should not be paid to the tenant for life, but to trustees, 
not being less than two, or be paid into court; 
and as to the purposes to which the moneys might be ap- 
plied, he would take the enumeration of them from the 
Bill. They were—in payment of incumbrances and redemp- 
tion of the land tax; payment for any improvement of the 
estate authorized by the Act; payment in respect of 
equality of value of estate, after exchange or purchase ; 
payment for the enfranchisement of copyhold land which | 
was settled ; payment in respect of the merging of lease- § 
hold interests in the reversion; purchase of leasehold 
lands and copyhold which were to be settled ; parchase of 





freehold land and of mines and minerals; payment of 
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claim of any person having power to give an absolute 
discharge; payment of the charges incident to the exercise 
of the powers of the Act. Until tkese payments were 
made the money was to be invested on such security as 
the trustees were authorized to invest the trust money in, 
with powers to vary the settlement, but subject to the 
directions given by the settlement. These were the 
general purposes to which the moneys might be applied. 
With regard to improvements, the second of the purposes 
named, he would not go into them at any length, 
but he might state that they were twenty in number, 
acd he believed they comprised every improve- 
ment it would be desirable to execute on any land, 
and their lordships would understand that these 
were not improvements upon particular land, but upon 
almost any part of any land subject to a settlement; so 
that the money, although arising from one portion of 
settled land, might be employed upon any other part of 
the land. The next provisionin the Bill related to im- 
provements of a different kind. It might be convenient 
to a tenant for life to execute improvements with his own 
money, and it was proposed that if he did so he might 
charge the land with tke money so laid out, to be raised 
after his death and @fsposed of by his will. In that case 
it was provided that there should be a certificate of the 
Inclosure Commissioners to the effect that the improve- 
ments had been properly executed and were worth the 
money expended on them, and further, that they were 
continuing improvements on the land, The mention of the 
Inclosure Commissioners reminded him to state the provi- 
sion made in one of the Bills with respect to them. The 
‘Inclosure Commissioners were at present a board 
| having three names under Acts of Parliament—they were 
‘Inclosure Commissioners, Copyhold Commissioners, and 
} also Tithe Commissioners ; and he was sure that not one 
of those names represented properly the greatest amount 
‘ of business they now discharged. ‘They proposed to get 
rid of all those three names, and that the commissioners 
should in future be called Land Commissioners. The next 
provision of the Bill related to the settlement money at 
present in the Chancery Division. It was of very consider- 
able amount—trust-money which had arisen from land 
taken by railway companies or for other public undertak- 
ings, money which was subject to settlement, but had not 
been re-invested. It was proposed that such money might 
be used for any of the purposes for which, if it had re- 
mained settled land, the money produced by the sale of 
such land might be applied to. He would state the quali- 
fications or checks on these powers, First of all, with 
regard to the mansion-house on any settled land usually 
occupied therewith, it should not be sold or leased without 
the consert of the trustees of the settlement or an 
order of the court to tat effect. There should not be, 
as @ matter of course, the right to sell or lease 
under the Bill. That should not be dealt with by 
Jease or sale without the authority of the court; and 
' wherever the court, under this Bill, was to be invoked, a 
summary application should be made, and the court should, 
if necessary, communicate with the Land Commissioners, 
and the court would not give ‘its sanction to leasing and 
selling the mansion-house without notice to the parties 
interested. Next, with regard to improvements, the check 
ae was this—that none of the capital money arising 
under the Act was to be employed in paying for any im- 
provement without the certificate of the Land Commis- 
sioners, certifying that it was an improvement authorized by 
the Act, and that it was properly executed. He would 
now state the difference between existing settlements and 
future settlements, With regard to existing settlements, he 
proposed that some of the powers he méntioned should exist, 
but they should not be exercised without an order of court, 
acting with due regard to ail parties concerned, and giving 
notice to all whom it was necessary to bring before it. In 
the first instance, the court should hear what the trustees 
had to say, and, further, notice should be given to other 
persons. The check with regard to future settlements 
was this :—He propored that the tenant for life, when about 
to exercise any of the powers, should inform the trustecs of 
| the settlement what he was about to do. Ifthe trustees 
made no objection, the power might be exercised ; if, on the 
other hand, they objected, the court, under a summary 
jproceeding, would decide the question. That was a general 
tatement of the powers conferred by the Bill.” 





We have noticed elsewhere the leading provisions of the 
Bill “for simplifying and improving the practice of con. 
veyancing, and for amending in various particulars the law 
of property, and for other purposes.” With regard to the 
Bill relating to the remuneration of solicitors, the Lord 
Chancellor said, ‘‘The next Bill related to the remunera. 
tion of sclicitors, who would no longer be paid according 
to the length of the deeds they prepared, a mode of remun. 
eration as absurd as that of paying a physician according 
to the quantity of medicine he supplied. It was felt that 
it would be inexpedient to abolish one system of chargi 
and to provide nothing in its place. It was therefore 
provided by the third Bill that there should be a 
power on the part of the Lord Chancellor, of the Master 
of the Rolls, and of the three chiefs of the Common Law 
Divisions, to make rules for the remuneratiun of solici- 
tors for non-contentious business, such as settlements, 
by charging a commission or percentage, so that solici- 
tors might be remunerated in the way that brokers and 
others were upon the sale and transfer of shares. Such: 
plan would be very desirable for solicitors and also for the 
public. Nothing couid be more satisfactory to the person 
who was going to buy an estate than to know that if it cost 
£50,000 he could tell beforehand what he should have to 
pay a solicitor for his costs. The Bill also provided that 
solicitors and their clients might agree upon the re- 
muneration for non-contentious business, but if it was a pere 
centage it was not to exceed that fixed by the authorized 
scale.” 

The fourth and last Bill, the Lord Chancellor added, re- 
lated to a somewhat different subject, the limitation of 
actions. In 1874, a measure was passed which made con- 
siderable change in the periods of limitation as regarded 
actions for the recovery of land. He proposed that an 
alteration should be made in the terms of limitation in other 
cases. An action for recovery against the administrators of 
an intestate’s estate was now limited to twenty years, and he 
proposed to reduce the term to twelve. He proposed a similar 
reduction in the case of specialty debts, such as actions 
arising upon instruments under seal. The period of limita- 
tioa in the case of simple contract debts was that fixed in the 
reign of James I. Considering the diffusion of knowledge, 
the increased facilities of commuuication, and the increased 
facilities for recovering debts by legal procedure, he thought 
the period of limitation might well be reduced from six 
years to three years. Other questions of detail were dealt 
with by the Bill. 
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INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
HONOURS EXAMINATION. 
January, 1880. 

At the examination for honours of candidates for admis- 
sion on the roll of solicitors of the Supreme Court, the 
examination committee recommended the following gentle-, 
men, under the age of 26, as being entitled to honorary 
distinction :— 

Finsr Crass. [In order of merit.] 

1. Alexander Neale, who served his clerkship to Messrs, 
Tippetts, Son, & Tickle, of London. 

2. Frederick Joseph Mogg Gould, LL.B., who served his 
clerkship to Messrs. Newman and Lyon, of Yeovil and Loa- 





on, 

3. Martin James Greener, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Dibb, Raley, & Clegg, of Barnsley ; Messrs, Richard- 
son & Byron, of Harrogate ; and Messrs. Shum, Crossman, 
Crossman, & Prichard, of London. i 

4. Richard Archer Henry Julian, who served his clerkship 
to Messrs. Fairfoot & Webb, of London. 

5. Rhodes Kennedy Calvert, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs, Rawson, Best, & Son, of Leeds. 


Seconp Crass. [In alphabetical order. } 

Henry Benwell, B.A., who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Marchant & Purvis, of London, 

James Cochrane, who served his clerkship to Mr. Francis 
Willowes Topham, of West Bromwich. 

Arthur Ross Dagg, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Duncan, Warren, & Gardner, of London ; and Messrs. Long 
more & Sworder, of Hertford, 
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. Frederic Hall, who served his clerkship to Messrs. Freer, 


Hott, & Hett, of Brigg ; and Messrs. Collyer-Bristow, Withers, 
& Russell, of London. 
Frank Howl, who served his clerkship to Messrs. H. & J. 


’ —. Underhill, of Wolverhampton ; and Messrs. Wilkins, 


Blyth, & Fanshawe, of London. 

Philip Smeiton Maclagan, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Sanderson & J. R. Weatherhead, of Berwick-npon- 
Tweed ; and Mr. David Wilson Darling, of the same place. 

William Henry Moore, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Moores & Romney, of Tewkesbury; and Messrs. Duignan & 
Smiles, of London. 

Nicolai Christian Schou, jun., who served his clerkship 
to Messrs. Earle, Son, Orford, Earle, & Milne, of Manchester ; 
and Messrs. Orford & Milne, of Manchester. 

Reginald Gwynue Templer, who served his clerkship to 
Mr. R. W. Templer, of Teignmouth; and Messrs. Gregory, 
Rowcliffes, & Rawle, of London. 


TurrD Cuass. [In alphabetical order. ] 

Alfred Cornett, who served his clerkship to Messrs. Goffey 
& North, of Liverpool. 

John Alexander Ellerton, who served his clerkship +o 
Mr. John Ellerton, of London ; and Messrs. Withall & Comp- 
on, of London. 

Charles Hodgkinson, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Ascroft & Sons, of Oldham. 

John Mill, who served his clerkship to Messrs. Palmer, 
Bull, & Fry, of London. 

Beaufoi Alfred Rann Drogheda Moore, who served his 


«lerkship to Messrs. Roberts & Barlow, of London. 


John Bamford Slack, B.A., who served his clerkship with 
the late Mr. Samuel Leech, of Derby ; and Mr. Francis 
Charles Greenfield, of London. 

Henry Layton Staffurth, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Whyley & Piper, of Bedford ; aud Messrs. Speechly, 
Munford, & Co., of London. * 

The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have ac- 
cordingly given class certificates and awardel the following 
prizes of books :— 

To Mr. Neale, the prize of ths Honorable Society of 
Clement’s-inn. Value 10 guiueas. 

To Mr. Gould, the prize of the Honorable Society of Clif- 
ford’s-inn. Value 5 guincas, 

To Mr. Greener, the prize of the Honorable Society of 
New-inn. Value 5 guineas. 

To Mr. Julian and Mr. Calvert prizes of the Incorporated 
Law Society. Value 5 guineas each. 

The council have given class certificates to the candidates 
in the 2nd and 3rd classes. 

The number of candidates examined was thirty-six. 

By order of the council, 
£. W. WicraMson, Secretary. 
Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


The weekly meeting of this society was held at the Law 
Institution on Tuesday evening last, Mr. Bowen in the 
chair. The subject appointed for the evening’s debate was, 
“Ts it desirable to increase the namber of national holidays?” 
and was opened by Mr. Barry in the affirmative. Mr. 
Neale opposed the motion, and was followed by Mr. 
Cooper in the affirmative. Messrs, Kirke, Napier, Bedford, 
Chant, Hobrow, Wright, and Ellis then spoke in the 
hegative, and Mr. Lloyd Jones iu the affirmative. The 
question being put to the meeting was decided in the 
negative by a large majority. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS' SOCIETY. 


The annual meeting of this society was held on Wednes- 

y evening at St. Clement’s-inn Hall, Strand ; Mr. Farrer 
Herschell, Q.U., M.P., in the chair. 

The report of the committee for 1879 congratulated the 
Members on the prosperous position of the society, and 
mentioned that sixty-one new members had been added to 
the list. The Davis Prize, for the best essiy on the “ Law 
of Joint-Stuck Compgnies,”’ had been awarded to the secre- 

» Mr. W. C. Owen. : 

The CuHArrMan said that the great advantage of a debating 
society was that it cultivated readiness of speech, but there 
was danger of not developing the other faculties which Lord 

nm mentioned—that it was apt to sacrifice “ fulness” 
While it developed ‘‘ readiness,” and it was important also 





not to lose sight of the third quality—namely, accuracy, 
which Lord Bacon specified. The importance of ac:urate 
thought and accurate expression could not be overrated. But 
in such subjects as the society was in the habit of dealing 
with, it was eminently adapted to cultivate accuracy and ful- 
ness as well as readiness. In politics and social questions much 
heat and personal feeling were present, butsuch elements could 
hardly be imported into the discussion of legal questions. The 
society also did useful work in promoting the examination 
of questions of jurisprudence as well as of existinglaw. They 
thus became accustomed to consider what the law ought to 
be as well as what it was. We should not be satisfied 
with the law as it is until it became what it ought to be. 
There was no study more beneficial than the comparison 
of our own law with that of other civilized countries. In each 
country there were points superior to the systems of other 
countries. He therefore recommended the comparison in 
particular cases of our own law with that of other countries ; 
he would instance the law of bills of exchange. A great 
advantage of this society was that it embraced both branches 
of the profession, and brought them into contact with each 
other. He believed there was, notwithstanding its un- 
popularity, no class of the community more useful than the 
legal profession. No greater boon than an incorruptible and 
speedy administration of the law could be conceived. Each 
member, therefore, of the profession ought to have a high 
notion of his duties as an important trust committed to his 
charge. 

Mr. Dicsy Seyaovur, Q.C., in moving the first resolution, 
“That the meeting of practitioners and students of both 
branches of the profession is much to be encouraged, since 
by the discussion of subjects of both legal and general 
interest qualities are developed which are in the highest 
degree necessiry for the practice of the profession,” paid a 
tribute to the high position of Mr. Herschell in the pro- 
fession. He reterred to the historic interest attaching to 
the hall in which he spoke. He dwelt on the advantages 
to be derived from a codification of the law, and upon the 
reforms necessary in the laws of real property ; questions 
which hada political as well as a legal bearing, and the 
importance of becoming acquainted with the principles of 
which would lead to a satistactory solution of all the difficul- 
ties involved in those questions. He would also recommend 
the study of legal bicgraphy as an incentive to energy and 
effort. 

Mr. Monracve Cookson, Q.C., in seconding the resolution, 
referred to the loss the society bad sustained by the death 
of Mr. Serjeant Parry. 

Mr. Wixtis, Q.C., in speaking to the resolution, dwelt on 
the necessity of simply saying what one thought and believed 
and what was necessary to say, and of by all means avoiding 
mere eloquence and flights of oratory and of not minding the 
opinions of others. He recommended his audience to cultivate 
the habit cf thinking upon their legs and avoiding prepared 
essays and artificial language ; in fact, most of what was said 
in our day. 

Mr. Eppts, Q.C., moved a resolution that it was desirable 
to maintain an organized commanication between the 
different law students’ societies in the country, especially 
as the tendency in these days to the localization of the ad- 
ministration of justice might lead toa divergency of thought 
and even of legal decision of possibly disastrous consequence. 

Mr. Locock Wess, Q.C., seconded the resolution. He 
referred to the existence of nineteen thriving associations in 
connexion with the London Society. He spoke of the society 
as continuing the ancient practice of moots or debates in the 
Inns of Court and in Clement’s-inn, and the other Inns of 
Chancery, all of which, as Coke had said, formed a legal 
university. 

Mr. F. H. Janson supported the resolution. 

Mr. Snac@e and Mr. Busk having also spoken, a vote 
of thanks to the chairman was proposed by Mr. W.C. Owen 
and seconded by Mr. Dowson. 

The proceedings then terminated. 


MANCHESTER LAW STCDENTS’ DEBATING 
SOCIETY. 

The ninth meeting of the session of this society was held 
on Tuesday week, at the Law Library, Cross-street Chambers, 
when the chair was taken by Mr. Wm. Lawrence Chew, 
solicitor. The minutes of the last meeting having been read 
by the hon. secretary and passed, the chairman called 
upon Mr. Millar to open the debate in favour of the 
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tive. The subject for discussion was as follows:—‘ A. 
contracts to sell fifty sacks of flour to B. B. subsequently 
removes and at the same time pays for ten sacks, One 
month afterwards A. gives written notice to B. that unless 
within fourteen days B. removes and pays for the remaining 
sacks, A. will rescind the contract and resell the goods. B. 
having failed to remove and pay for the remaining sacks, A. 
resells them at an advanced price. Can B. afterwards main- 
tain an action against A. for damages, for non-delivery of 
the remaining sacks, and, if so, what would be the measure 
for such damages?” Mr. Millar was followed by Messrs. C. 
Law, Morris, Rayner, and Hislop. Mr. Rycroft undertook 
the negative side of the question, and was followed by 
Messrs. Innes, Coward, Butcher, Price, Hawkins, and Ellison. 
Mr. Millar having replied, the chairman summed up, and the 
question on being put to the meeting was decided in the 
affirmative by a majority of ten votes. A vote of thanks to 
the chairman, proposed by Mr. Hislop, seconded by Mr. 
Price, brought the meeting to a close. 








Appotnutnrents, Ete. 


Mr. W. Betemonrz, solicitor, of Great Turnstile Cham- 
bers, 282, High Holborn, London, has been appointed a 
Commissioner to administer Oaths. 

Mr. Davin Wiiu1am Heatn solicitor (of the firm of 
Messrs, Heath & Son, Nottingham), has been appointed 
a Perpetual Commissioner for taking Acknowledgments of 
Married Women, in and for the county of Nottingham, 
and also in and for the town and county of the town of 
Nottingham. Mr. Heath is coroner for the Nottingham 
District of the county of Nottingham, having been elected 
to that office in February, 1867, and he is also clerk to the 
Sutton-in-Ashfield Local Board. 

Mr. Joun Compron Lawrance, Q.C., has been appointed 
Recorder of the Borough of Derby, in succession to the late 
Mr. George Boden, Q.C. Mr. Lawrance was called to the 
bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Trinity Term, 1859, and isa member 
of the Midland Circuit. He became a Queen's Counsel in 
1877, and he is a magistrate for Lincolnshire, and a bencher 
of Lincoln’s-inn. Mr. Lawrance unsuccessfully contested 
the city of Peterborough in the Conservative interest in 
1878. 

Mr. James Mackonocutg, barrister and advocate, has 
been appointed Recorder of the City of Winchester, in 
succession to the late Mr. Archibald John Stephens, Q.C. 
Mr. Mackonochie was admitted a member of the Faculty of 
Advocates in Scotland in 1845, and was called to the bar at 
the Inner Temple ia Trinity Term, 1855. He is a member 
of the Western Circuit. 

Mr. Hirt Morom, solicitor, of Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
has heen elected Town Clerk of that borough, in saccession 
to Mr. Ralph Park Philipson, deceased. Mr. Motum was 
admitted a solicitor in 1872, and is also clerk to the Borough 
Magistrates at Newcastle. 

Mr. WittrAm Boase Morcom, barrister, has been 
appointed Attorney-General of the Transvaal Colony. Mr. 
Morcom was called to the bar at Natal in March, 1878. He 
was assistant secretary to Sir Theophilus Shepstone during 
his mission to the Transvaal in 1877. 

Mr. AnDrew More, advocate, has been appointed a 
Paisne Judge of the Sapreme Court of the Colony of 
Mauritius. Mr. Mure was admitted a member of the 
Faculty of Advocates in Scotland in 1853, and has been 
sheriff-substitute for Zetland since 1865, 

Mr. Epwarp MoxkrHead Woop, barrister, has been ap- 
pointed Procureur and Advocate-General for the Colony of 
Mauritius. Mr. Wood was called to the bar at the Middle 
Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1870, and is a member of the 
South-Eastern Circuit. 


DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIPS. 


MicnarL ApranAms and Tuomas WittAmM Rorrey, 
solicitors, 8, Old Jewry, London, and 23, Rue Tait Bout, 
Paris (Michael Abrahams & Roffey). February 2. 
(Gazette, February 24.) 

Wiic1aM Henry Linaker and Tuomas Henry [Irrcaen, 
Runcorn and Frodsham, solicitors (Lioaker & Hitchen), 





usiness will in future be carried on by the said Thoma? 

enry Hitchen). January 1. (Gazette, February 24.) 

Tuomas HENRY Pearse and JAMes Sgppines Tartox, 
Banbury, solicitors (Pearse & Tayton). (Business wil] 
in future be carried on by the said James Seppings Tayton,) 
February 13. (Gazette, February 24.) 





Companies. 
WINDING.UP NOTICES. 


Joint Stock CoMPaANigs. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Automatic Button Company, LimitEp.—Petition for winding up, 
presented Feb 16, directed to be heard before the M.R., Feb 28, 
Goldberg and Langdon, West st, Finsbury-circus, solicitors for the 
petitioners 

Brt-Tot Hatt or FrEEDoM CLus AND InstiTuTE ComPANY, LiMiItEep.— 
Bowen, J., has, by an order dated Sept 23, appointed William 
Henry Phillips, Corn st, Bristol, to be official liquidator 

Inpustry CoTron Sprnnina Company, Laimirep.—Oreditors are 
required, on or before Mar 10, to send their names and addresses, 
and the particulars of their debts or claims to Henry Thelfield 
Edwards, 110 Cannon st. Mar 17, at 12, is appointed for hearing 
and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

RocupaLe Property AND GENeRAL Finance Compavy, Limirep.— 
By an order made by V.C. Bacon dated Jan. 27, it was ordered that 
James Clegg, Union st, Rochdale; Charles Preston, St Alban’s st, 
Rochdale ; and William Simpson, Spotiand rd, Rochdale, be appointed 
joint official liquidators. Creditors are required,on or befors March 
1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to the above. Mar 8, at 12, is appoiuted for hearing 
and adjudicating upon the debis and claims 

Ropert Cook anp Company, LimireD.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented Feb 19, directed to be heard before V.C. Bacon, Feb 2%, 
Marsland, St. Swithin’s lane, azent for Addleshaw and Warburton, 
Manchester, solicitors for the petitioner 

Trapers’ BANKING AND SuppLy Company, Limirep.—Petition for 
winding up presented Feb 17, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall, 
Mar 5, Hindson-Milier and Vernon, Moorgate st, solicitors for the 
petitioner 

Travers’ BANKING AND Surety Company, Limirep.—Petition for 
winding up presented Feb 18, ordered to be heard b-fore V.C. Hall, 
Mar 5, Kaye and Co., King st,Cheapside, solicitors fur the petitioners 

[ Gazette, Feb. 20.) 


Bristo. Hatt or fFrReevom Cuius aNnpd Institure Company, 
Limirep.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar 23, to send their 
némes and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
William Henry Phillips, Cornst, Bristol, April 6, at LL, is appointed 
for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts aud clans 

BrecKELBank SurppinG Company, Limirep.—By an order made by 
the M.R., dated Feb 14, it was o dered that the company be wound 
up. Bircham & Co., Austin-friars, solicitors for the petitioners 

Honcartan Trapixa Company, Limitep.—8y an order made b 
V.C. Hall, dated Feb 13, ic was ordered that the company be woun 
uo. Carter, Old Jewry-chamvers, sol'citor for the petitioners 

JEFFRESTON ANTHRACITE Coat Company, Limitep,—The M.R. has 
fixed Mar 4, at 12, at his chambers, tor the appoiutment of an official 
liquidator 

Land MORTGAGE, INVESTMENT, AND Tacst CompANy or CypRvUs, 
LimiteD.—Petition tor winding up presented Feb 21, directed to be 
heard befora V.C. Bacin, Mar 6, ‘illyard, Kiog st, Cheapside, 
solicitor for the petitioner. 

SamueL BrRapBuRY anv Company, Limirep.—Petition for winding up 
presented feb 20, directed to be heard betore V.C, Hall, Mar 5. 
Hamlin and Grammer, Staple-inn, agents for Moore, Biikenhead, 
solicitor for the petitioner 

Towyn Prer Company, Luwirep. —V.C. Hall has, by an order dated 
Feb 17, appointed William Paice, 9, Hart st, Bloomsbury, to be 
official liquidator. Creditors are required, on or before Mar 10, to 
send their names and addresses, and tue particulars of their debts or 
claims to the above, Mar 15, ut 12, 1s appoiated for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the davts aud claims 

Uueres STEAM ‘TRAMWAYS, Limirep.—The M.R., has fixed Mar 4, at 
12, at his chambers, for the appointment of an offic al liquidator 

Witiram Ramsay, Limirep.—By an orcer made by V.C. Malins dated 
Fet 13, it was ordered that William Ramsay, Limited, be wound up. 
Allen and Edwards, Old Jewry, solicitors tor the pettioner 

[ Gazette, Feb. 24.} 


Unsuimitrep IN CHANCERY. 
Loxpon AND VIRGINIA GoLD AND Copper MintnGc Company-—Petition 
for winding up, presented Feb 18, directed to be heard before V.C. 
Bacon, Feb 28. Dollman and Pritchard, Cornhill, solicitors for the 


petiioner 
{ Gazette, Feb. 20.] 


SALTBURN-BY-THE-SkA Pier Company.—V.C. Malins has by an order 
dated Jan 28, appoint-d Join Curistopher Simpson, Saltburn-by-the 
Sea, to be official liquidator 

[ Gazette, Feb, 24.] 


County PatatiIne oF LANCASTER. 

MANCHESTER AND SaLFoRD Loan, Divcoeyxt, and Drrosit CoMPaNY, 
Limirep.—Petition for winding up presented Feb 19, directed to be 
heard before the V.C., at 6 Stone-buildicga, Lincola’s-inn, Mar 1, 
at 10.30. Clarke, Presion, solicitor for the petitioner 

[ Gazette, Feb. 20.] 
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Obituary. 


MR. RICHARD ALGERNON PAYNE. 


Mr. Richard Algernon Payne, solicitor, died at 62, Hope- 
street, Liverpool, on the 26th ult. Mr. Payne was born 
in 1803, and was admitted a solicitor in 1825, 
and had practised in Liverpool for fifty-five . years. 
He had been for several years in partnership with his son, 
Mr, Robert Sugden Payne, who was admitted in 1865, 
He was & commissioner to administer oaths in the Supreme 
Court of Judicature, and a perpetual commissioner for 
Iancashire, and had an extensive conveyancing and family 

ractice. He took great interest in all topics affecting the 
welfare of the legal profession; and not unfrequently 
contributed to the correspondence columns of this journal. 
Mr. Payne was a liberal supporter of many of the religious 
and charitable institutions at Liverpool. He was for some 

president of the South Dispensary, and treasurer of 
the Liverpool Philomathic Society, and on his having held 
the latter office for fifty years, he was presented with a 
handsome service of plate. Although in his seventy- 
geventh year, Mr. Payne retained all his physical faculti es, 
and was actively engaged in business until his death. On 
Saturday, the 24th ult., he complained of illness, but he felt 
able to go to his office on the Monday ; during the afternoon 
he again became unwell, and expired soon after returning 
home. A local journal says of Mr. Payne :—“ Mr. 
ne was one of the oldest practitioners of the law in 
liverpoo], and certainly no member of the profession bore 
&more unsullied character or was held in greater respect 
by the public and his cliente. His family came to 
Liverpool from London, and when Mr. Payne was quite 
young he was left fatherless. A gentleman who wasa friend 
of the family took a great interest in his welfare, and, we 
understand, saw to his education for the profession in 
which his life was so honourably spent. Mr. Paynse’s 
name appeared little in the records of the law courts, as 
the branch of the profession to which he devoted his chief 
attention was that of real property. He was essentially 
a‘family lawyer,’ and in this sphere enjoyed a quiet bat 
Incrative practice. Mr. Payne’s death will be learned 
With regret, not only by the legal profession, but also by 
the large number of persons with whom he was associated 
in good works.” 


MR. SAYERS TURNER. 


Mr.Sayers Turner, solicitor (the head of the firm of Turner, 
ne, Elwes, & Turner), died recently at Colchester. 
Mr, Turner was a nephew of the late Lord Justice Sir 


George Turner. He was admitted a solicitor in 1837, and 
bad ever since practised at Colchester. He was originally 
in partnership with the late Mr. William Sparling, and 
tferwards with Mr. Henry Griffin Deane. In 1849, on 
Mr. Sparling’s removal to London, Mr. Turner became the 
head of the firm, and also succeeded Mr. Sparling as town 
dlerk of Colchester, and registrar of the Borough Court 
of Record. About two years ago he resigned the tow 
derkship, and was soon afterwards elected one of the 
borough aldermen. At a later period the firm was joined 
by Mr. Henry Hervey Elwes and Mr. George Beresford 
Turner. Mr. Turner’s practice was very extensive. He 
Wasa perpetual commissioner for the county of Essex, 
Secretary to the new Corn Exchange, a commissioner under 
the Colchester Navigation Act, and steward of the House 
of Clare, and of the Duchy of Lancaster Manors of 
Dedham Hall, High Easter, Wivenhoe, and Pleshey. 

firm are also solicitors to the Colchester Waterworks 
Company, and to the Essex and Suffolk Equitable Fire 
Iturance Company. Mr. Turner was an adherent of the 

servative party. The Colchester Town Council have 
mien agreed to a vote of sympathy with his widow 

mily. 


MR. HENRY LOCK. 


Mr. Henry Lock, solicitor, of Dorchester, died after a 
illness on the 18th inst., while on a visit to London. 

+ Lock was born in 1813, and was admitted a solicitor in 
» He had practised for nearly forty-five years at Dor- 

, and had been for about twelve years in partnership 





with his son, Mr. Arthur Henry Lock, who was admitted a 
solicitor in 1867. Mr. Lock had a good private practice. 

He was one of the deputy-coroners for Dorsetshire, « perpetual 
commissioner for that county, and a commissioner to 

administer oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. He 

was for many years clerk to the Dorchester Board of Guardians, 
Assessment Committee, and Rural Sanitary Authority, and 
he was also superintendent registrar, clerk to the Dorchester 

Burial Board, and solicitor to the Dorchester Building Society. 
Mr. Lock always took an active interest in municipal 

business. He was successively a town councillor and an 

alderman, and he served the office of mayor of Dorchester 
both in 1858 and in 1876. 








Creditors’ Claims. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 

Bennett, James, Liverpoul, Boot Manufacturer. March 1. 
Bennett, District Registrar, Liverpool 

HALtewett, Joan, Bradford, York, Woolstapler. March |. Hallewell 
v Bentham, V.C. Bacon. Hutchinson, Bradford 

Wiss, Jos1am Paraick, Rostellan Castle, Cork, Ireland, Biq. March 
31. Wise v Wise, V.C. Hall. Clarke, Gresham House, Oid Broad st 

Yares, JoHn Poower, Newcastle-under-i.yme, Yeoman. March 15,. 
Turner v Alien and anr, V.C, Malins. Jonas, Lancaster pl, Straad 

(Gazette, F-b. 6.] 

Horsfa!l v Horsfali, 


Tomes v 


Barper, Sagan, Harrogat?, York. March 16. 
V.C, Hall, DuCane, Gray’s inn sq 

Baxter, Etten, Woodford, Essex, Pork Butcher. March 5, 
Baxter, V.C. Malins. Woodard, Ingram ct, Fenchureh st 

Bower, Davip, Tothill st, Westminster, Baker, March 17. Bowerv 
Bower, V.C. Bacon. Rogers, Westminster chambers. Victoria st 

Carpen, ANDREW, Barnane, Tippersry, Esq. March9. Burrowesv 
Berkeley, M.R. Pennington, New sq, Lincolo’s ina . 

Dixon, Marta, Bridga avenue, Hammersmith. March 19. Dixon ¥ 
Poncione, V.C. Hail. Rubenstein, Raymond buildings, Gray's ina 
Hanson, Jonn, Stockport, Rops and Twine Manatactursr. Mareh 15 

Hanson v Hanson, M.R. Johuston, Stockport 
Jones, Saran, Tunbridge Wells. March 5. Jones v Jones, V.C. Malins. 
Haines, Serjeants’ inn, Fleet st 
Kett, Caartes James, Westbrook, Worthing, Esq. March 5. Kelly 
Kell, M.R Carpenter, Devereux ct, Temple 
Suirrerr, GEORGE WILLIAMS, Warnford ct, Throgmorton st, Stock- 
broker. March 9. Keigh!ey v Shirreff, M.R. Snhirreff, Palmerston 
buildieg:, Old Broad st 
Seurtine Jeremiag, East Bergholt, Suff lk, Gent. March 11. Barker 
v Downing, M.R, Yorke, Conduit st, Bond st 
Warp, THomas, Stoke Dry, Rutland, Grazier. March 20. Ward v 
Ward, V.C. Ma'irs. Rixon,Giesham House, Old Broad st 
Wittiams, Exiza, Oldfie'd rd, Sioke Newingtoa. Murch 8. Woodv 
Labrow, V.c. Bacon. Lewis, Wilmingiou sq 
(Gazette, Feb 10.] 
Bailey v. Bailey, V.C.. 


Benton v 


Battery, Josep, Luton, Farmer. Mar 24, 
Hall. Magill, Chancery lane 

BeeDHaM, Joun, Whitby, York, Gent. Mar1?. Beedham v. Beedham, 
M.R. Mead, King’s Bench walk, Temple : 

CorreretL, James, Henham, Essex. Mar 9. Ward v. Cotterell, M.R. 
Swann, Chancery lane 

Extts, THomas, West Ashby, Lincola. 
Hall. Burton, Lincoln 

Farras, Joun, Slaithwaite, Huddersfield, Woollen Miller. 
M.k. Kidd, Holmforth 

Harker, WILt1AM, Low Row, York, Corn Dealer. 
v. Harker, V.C. Malins. Hayton, Cockermouth 

Howarp, WituiaM, Clapham Park rd, Gent. Mar 5, 
Howard, V.C. Hall. Holmes, Threadneedle st 

Jones, JoHN Hueu, Linrog, Carnarvon, Quarryman. Mar 10. Jones 
v. Jones, V.C. Hall. Lewis and Edwards, Ruthin 

Lorine, Emma Seuina, Bath. Mar 16, Watlington v. Jenner, M.R. 
Collyer-Bristow, Bedford row 

Muswston. Srorakrp SamveEt, Billinghay, Lincoln, Gent. Feb 28. 
Rodgers v. Rodgers, V.C. Hall. Rodgers, sen, Slesford 

Patmer, Ann, Little St James st, Westminster, Licensed Victualler. 
Mar 9. Vinall v. Lambert, V.C. Bacon. Joyce, Devereux chambers, 
Temple 

Witriams, Wiit1am, Bryncelvn Talysarn, Carnarvon, Butcher. Mar 
20. Wiliams v. Williams, V.C. Malins. Roberts, Bangor 

(Gazette, Feb. 13.] 


Maria Walker 
Mar 15. 
Holland v. 


Mar 3!. Kemp v. Ellis, V.C. 


Mar 9. 


Mar 5. Birkbeck 


Howard v.. 


BELLHOUSR, Jonas, Beeston, nr Leeds, Innkeeper. 
v. Bellhouse, V.C. Bacon. Dale, Leeds 

Cray, Rev. Parnam Fettowrs, Newton Abbot, Devon. 
Wickham v. Harding, V.C. Bacon. Rromham, Barnstaple 

Carr, James RowLtanv, Wormwood st, Tailor. Mar 31. 
Carr, V.C. Hal’. Muzio, Queen Victoria st 

Fisuer, Joun, Cheriton, Devon, Yeoman. Mar 27, Davey v. Way- 
mouth, V,C. Hall. Phiibrick, Basinghall st 

Fox, Rresarp, Manton, Lincoln, Farmer, Mar 12. Fox v. Brown, 
M.R. Freer, Brigg 

Harpincuam, Joun, Cromer, Norfolk, Carpenter. Marl5. Brooks v. 
Hardingham, V.C. Bacon. Linay, Norwich 

Jounson, WiLLIBM, North Walsham, Norfolk, Draper. 
v. Johnson, V.C. Malins, Johnson, Fenchurch st 

Lewis, JonN Epwarp, Ryder st, 8t James’s, Lieut-Col. Mar 15. 
Golding v. Goiding, V.0. Bacon. Hunter, New sq, Lincolo’s inn 

MackENziE, ANDREW, North Huskisson, Shoalhaven, New South 
ion Oct 1. Mackenzie v. Faunce, V.C. Bacon. Roweliffe, Bed- 
ford row 


Mar 5. Hand 
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“Mackenzie, Caroutne, Kalkite Cooma, New South Wales. Oct 1. 
Mackenzie v. Faunce, V.C. Bacon, Rowcliffe, Bedford row 
Mackenzie, Cuartotre, Tarpan Creex, Hunter’s Hiil, New South 
Wales. Oct1l. Mackenzie v. Faunce, V.C. Bacon. Roweliffe, Bed- 
ford row 
Mackenzie, Caantotre, Coodra Vale, Yass, New South Wales. Oct 1. 
Mackenzie v. Faunce, V.C. Bacon, Rowcliffe, Bedford row 
Mackenzi‘, James Gooptet, Gladesville, Ryde, New South Wales, 
Esq. Oct 1. Mackenzie v. Faunce, V.C. Bacon. Rowcliffe, Bedford 
Tow 
Mackenzte,Samvez, Chepstow pl, Bayswater, E:q. Mar 10. Mackenzie 
v. Mackenzie, V.C. Hali. Neish, Cheapside 
O.puam, Francis Josepu, Hyde, Cheshire, Butcher. Marl0, Old- 
ham y. Bewlay, V.C. Malins. Brooks, Ashton-under-Lyne 
Pirxineton, Perer, Salford, nr Manchester, Hydraulic Press Packer. 
Mar 15. Pilkington v. Cunliffe. V.C. Hall. Cooper, Congleton 
Srevens, Taomas, Steventon, Berks, Gent. Mar§25. Waddington v. 
Stevens, V.C, Malins, Lloyd, Bloomsbury sq 
[ Gazette, Feb. 17.] 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 25. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 


anem, James, Ockbrook, Derby, Farmer, March 15. Sule and Mills, 
erb 
Atner, Jonn Muttetr, Fifehead Neville, Dorset, Yeoman. March 4, 
Dashwood, Sturminster Newton 
Awprews, AbpranaM, Birmingham, Licensed Victuailer. March 1. 
Coleman and Co, Birmingham 
Barwon, WILLIAM, Layston, March 20, 
Wortham, Royston 
Bett, Epwarp Wittram DerrinctTon, Kempsey, Worcester, Major- 
General inthe Army. March 25. Arnold and Sons, Birmingham 
Bevis, Grorce, Portsmouth, Builder. Aovril9. Marshall, Southsea 
‘Biackrorp, Joan, Ogbourne St Andrew, Wilts, Farmer. March 25. 
Kinneir and Tombs, Swirdon 
Brake, AGnes, Disraelird, Putney. March 18. Harvey, Old Jewry 
Bovrne, Eten, Erdington, Warwick. March 1, Mathews and Smith, 
Birmingham 
BursBipce, ABRAHAM, Saltley, nr Birmingham, Farmer. March 1. 
Coleman and Son, Birmingham 
~CATHERWOOD, GeorGe, Stock Exchange, Esq. March 31. Hine and Co, 
College hill, Cannon st 
Corsert, Evizasetu, Handsworth, Stafford. March 1. 
Co, Birmingham 
-‘CrawsHay, Henry, Oaklands park, Gloucester, Esq. March 25. Win- 
tle and Co, Newnham 
CunnivcHaM, ExizaBeTH, Lytham, Lancaster. March 4. 
Co, Manchester 
Davies, Joan, Carmarthen, Writer. March 10. Walters, Carmarthen 
Denton, Joun, Leeds, Innkeeper. March 20. Simpson and Burrell, 
Leeds 
Duptey, BensiMtn, Green Lanes, Stoke Newington, Retired Licensed 
Victualler. March 10, Neal, Pinners’ Hall, Old Broad st 
Grover, GrorGe, Goodge st, Tottenham Court rd, Chemist. 
Smith, Aldersgate st 
Gorst, Joun, Preston, Lancaster, Gent. March 22, Winder, Preston 
Hart, RicHawp biLbetrT, Lower Wallop, Southampton, Yeoman. 
March 8. stead and Co, Romsey 
Hosss, Evuen, Vernon rd, Old Ford. 
Vernon rd, Old Ford 
Jounson, ExizaBetH, Milverton, Warwick, 
Leamington 
Kerrison, Saran, Mansfield rd, Gospel Oak fields. 
Elaine grove, Gospel Oak fields 
Lewis, E1iza, Bathwick hill. Bath. March 25. Little, Queen’s sq, Bath 
Lewis, Mansy Ann, Brynbyfryd, Anglesea, March 25, Woodroofe, 
New sq, Lincoln’s inn 
Marruews, AMELIA, Elgin rd, Kennington pk. March 10. Hatton and 
Westco't, Strand 
Napier, WiLttaM, Percy villas, Kensington, Esq. March 20. Carr and 
Co, Basinghall st 
Oppik, MrpGiry, Haworth, Yorks, Yeoman. 
and Burr, Keighley 
PatMer, WaLreER, Chenies mews, Bedford sq, Cab Proprietor. Apr 3 
Keane and Storey, Lincoln’s inn fields ‘ 
Paatr, CHARLOTTE FLORENTIA, Morningside, nr Edinburgh. 
Crosse and Co, Lancaster pl, Strand 
Prick. Erasmus Barnesctey, Lyonshall, Hereford, Gent. 
Tidd-Prait and Davies, Kington 
Saver, James, Aston, Warwick, Gent. March 1, 
Birmingham 
Simpson, Cuarces, Kingston-on-Thames, Pawnbroker. March 25, 
Wilkinson »nd Howlett, Bedford st, Covent garden 
Situ, Taomas, Lapworth, Warwick, Gent. March 1. 
Co, Birmingham 
Sraeret, Desorag, Speldhurst rd, South Hackney. March 31. Crosse 
and Co, Lancaster pl, Strand 
Topp, Tuomas, Upper Thames st, Esq. March 25. Devonshire, Frede- 
rick’s pl, Old Jewry 
Topic, Lyp1a, Greenwich, Kent. March 6, Tatham and Co, Queen 
Victoria st 
Toovey, ANN, Watford, Hertford. March 19. Rowell, Rickmansworth 
Warte, Georce Henry, Thatcham, Berks, Surgeon. March 25. Mecey 
and Son, Thatcham 
WessTeR, Joun Horton, Redcar, York, Bookselier. Apr. Stubbs, 
Middlesdorough 
WitulaMs, Epwagp, Small Heath, Birmingham, Gent. March 1. Jelf, 
Birmingham 
WituiaM~, WittiaM, Bangor, Carnarvon, Builder. March 1. Hughes 
and Pritchard, Bangor 
| Gazette, Feb. 6.] 


Acaz, Extex, Wimpole st, Cavendish sq. March 20. Low, Wimpole 
st, Cavendish sq 

ABBLASTER, RicHARD, Aston New Town, nr Birmingham, 
Cart Proprietor. March 31, Tyndall and Co, Birmingham 


Hertford, Ironfoander. 


Coleman and 


Sale aud 


March 3. 


March 30, 
Aprl. 


Miss Esther Tubb, 
Field and Sons, 


Apri. Chapple, 


March 1, Weatherhead 


Apr 30. 
March 6, 


Coleman and Co, 


Coleman and 


Jobbing 





ReakeE, A anes (and not Blake as erroneously printed in last Gazetta), 
Disrae:: ri, Putney. March 18. Harvey, Old Jewry 

Berston, lary, Holbeach, Lincoln. April!. Sturton, Holbeach 

Brown, AntHOoNy, Kingston-upon-Hull, Boosseller. Jung 1, 
Middle iss and Pearce, Hull 

Browne, ‘oun, Bath, Gent. April 3. Edmands, Bedford row 

Brownl , Henry, St. Mary’s st, Stamford, Ironmonger. March gj, 
Atter, Stamfcrd 

Curtis, Jacos, Cinderford, Gloucester, Painter. March 1. Lneing 
Wellin ton, Bilson Green, Cinderford 

Darty, James, Birmingham, Jeweller. March 10. Pointon. Birming. 
ham 


a 

Farrue, JAMES, Lymington, Southampton, Retired Draper. Mar 9, 
Sharp, Lymington 

Fou.kes, ‘(Homas, Graig, nr Denbigh, Solicitor. 
Co, Denbigh 

GarTsIDE, Henry, Saddleworth, York, Esq. 
Ashton-under-Lyne 

GAUKROGER, JOsEPH, Halifax, Card Manufacturer. 
and Co, Halifax 

Gort, ania Holbeach, Lincoln, Gent. April. Sturton, Hol 
beac! 

Hargis, Cuarztes, Balham New rd, Surrey, Farrier. March 6, 
Hopgood and Co, Whitehall pl 

Hiarscu, Cuartes, Longfeliow rd, Mile End, Fish Satesman, March §, 
Hicks, Grove rd, Victoria Park 

Hours, Mary, Alexander terrace, Putney. March 10. Berkeley, 
South sq. Gray’s-inn 

Hopson, tlenry, Portslade, Sussex, Farmer. March 17. Verrall 
Brighton 

Lestik, Joun, Caledonian Hotel, Adelphi terrace, Esq. March 2, 
Capron und Co, Savile p! 

ag oo Wit11aM Henry, Bristol, Ironmonger. March 8. Perham, 

risto 

ManninG, Freperick, Leamington, Warwick, Esq. March 25, Fresh 
fields ar«t Willams, Bank bidgs 

—, CnarLes Pix, Rye, Sussex, Banker. March 1. Dawes, 


March 31. Gold ang 


April 1. Gartside, 
March 15. Wareli 


ye 
Morriock, THomMAs SAMOEL, High st, Wapping, Licensed Victualler, 
March 6. Anning, Cheapside 
Price, CLEMENT UvepaLr, Bennett s', St. James’s, Solicitor. April li 
Hallowes und Co, Bedford row 
Pains, Arraur Cox, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Merchant. April 1), 
Ingiedew and Daggett, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Rayngr, JosEPH, Woodhouse, Leeds, Music Seller. March 1. Scott 
March 2%, 
March 1, Cheshire 


Leeds 
Park, Draper. 
June 28. 


Roy, James, Gloucester rd, Regent's 
Montagu, bucklersbury 

Rycrort, ‘1 110mas, Weaverham Chester, Farmer. 
and Son, Norwich 

Serie, Maxy ANN, Wakefield, Milliner, Harrison aad 
Beaumonr, Wakefield 

Smiru, Ricuarp, Holsty, Hereford, Farmer. Symonds, 
Bridge st, Hereford 

Spicer, RicharpD WarRD, Penge, Surrey, Boot and Shoe Manufacturer. 
March 25. Montagao, Bucklersbury 

Warp, Maca@aret, Halton, Chester, Post Mistress, Feb 28, Day 
and Lak , Runcorn 

Wuirr, Wirt1am, Solihull, Warwick, Gent. Saunders 

Mar 8. 
(Gazette, Feb. 10] 


March 1. 


March 28. 
and Bradbury, Birmingham 

WILLs, Groce Fesszy, Cargreon rd, South Norwood, Gent. 
Whately and Co, Birmiagiam 


Acare, Stepuey, Horsham, Timber Merchant. May . Bedford, 
Horsham 2 
ARKCOLL, CHARLES, Maidstone. April 30. Monckton and Co, Maid- 
stone 

Barrett, MagtTua, Blackpool. March 22, Ascroft, Preston 

Beevor, Sir Tuomas Branrawayt, Great Yarmouth, Bart, Mareh |. 
Simpson, Tombland, Norwich 

BenneErr, Marra, Deptford. March 10, Sedgwick and Turner, Wattord 

BENSON, STARLING, Fairy Hill, nr Swansea, Esq. April 10, Strick anl 
Bellingham, Swansea 

BippELL, Rey ARTHUR JouN, Exeter, Clerk. March 25. Follett and 0, 
Exeter 

CHaNnCELLor, GeorGe, Reading, Provision Merchant. March I, Beale 
and Martin, Reading _ 

CockrELL, Mary, Warminster. March 31. 
Warminster 

Cooper, W1Lt1aM Stevens, Linslade, Bucks, Gant. Mar 22, Newtod, 
Leighton Buzza'd 

Cow arb, RicuakD, E:sex rd, Islington, Cab Master, Murch 24. Set, 
Basinghall st 

DoytxE, James, Bootle, Stevedore. March 5. Quinn, Liverpool | 

Exsey, WILLIAM, West Lodge, Ealing, Licut-Col. April 15. Billing: 
hurst and Wood, Bucklersbury 

Fitcu, Joun, Crofton rd, Camberwell, Gent. March 19. Thomson and 

March 31. 


Ckapmar and Fontiog, 


Edwards, Moorgate st 

FieminG, CHARLOTTE FRANCES, Queen’s gate, Kensington, 
Jarson and Co, Fiasbury circus 

Frasgr, ANNE, Leamington. April 15. Pears and Co, Liverpool it 

GrBBENs, ANN, St Mary Extra, Southampion. April3. Hickman 
Son, Southampton . e 

Gipwey, WitL1am JEREMIAnH, Putney, Gent. March 18, Gidney, Fis 
bury circus . 1 

Hoitanp, Tuomas, Uoton-upon-gevern, Worc:ster, Gent. March |. 
Coventry, U pton-upon-Severa 

Jones, Joun, Brighton, Retired Shoemaker. March |. Roberts, Bangor 

Jones, Sanax, Wellington, Salop, Innkeeper. March 17. Taylor, W 
lington P 

Lirr.e, WILLtAM, Ossington, Bayswater, Gent. March 20. Stilemat 
and Neate, Bloomsbury sq 31 

Lioyp, OaTaERine ExizaBetu, Thornbury, Gloucester. March 9) 
Crossman and Lloyd, Thornbury 

Lone, aon a Liverpool, Surgeon. March15. Wareing and Cropper, 

verpoo! 





stualler, 
April 15 
pril 15, 
Scott 
eh 25, 
Yheshire 
gon and 
ymonis, 
acturer, 
28, Day 
aunders 
Mar 3s. 
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Lovesor, Witttam, Chancery lane, Auctioneer. April 15. Brundrett 
and Co, Temple 

Morr, Juprru Lucinpa Exizaneru, Yannon, Devon, March 1. Whid- 
borne and Tozer, Teignmouth 

Neate, WILLIAM TayLee, Salisbury, Gent. March 31. Hilbery, Billi- 
ter st 


Pavton, Mary Ann, Llangollen. March 12. Manby, Wolverhampton 

Painck, ExizasetH, Hereford. March 31. Stallard and Son, Wor- 
cester 

Rasy, Maraarer, Rotherham, Yorks. Feb 28. Hodgkinson and Pash- 
ley, Rotherham 

Rea, Ropert Rumney, Brixton, Esq. March 15, Collins, Furnival’s 
inn 

Saree, Resecca, Norfolk ter, Bayswater. April 15, Btunister and 
Fache, St John st, Bedford row 

VerDoN, THomas, Liverpool, Corn Merchant. March 25, Bateson and 
Co, Liverpool 

Waker, MusGrave Butkeey, Lancaster,Gent. March 25. Brock- 
bank and Co, Whitehaven 

Warkins, ANNE, Garston, Newton Abbot, Devon. 
Wandsworth 

WATKINS, ALEXANDER, Garston, Newton Abbot, Devon, Esq. April 5. 
Corsellis, Wandsworth 

Wits, THomas, New Bond st, Esq. March 22. 
coln’s inn fields 

Woottatt, Samurt, Aston Bury, Hertford, Farmer. March 31. Spence 
and Co, Hertford 

YounG, GEonGE Meatine, High Wycrmbe, Rope Manufacturer. April 
1, Parker and Wilkins, High Wycombe 


March 5. Corsellis, 


Farrer and Co, Lin- 


| Gazette, Feb 13.] 








Leqislatiow of the Week. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
FEB. 19.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
PrivaTe Brtts.—Bristol and Portishead Pier and Rail- 
way, Lianelly and Mynydd Mawr Railway, Llantrissant and 
Taff Vale Junction Railway. 
FEB. 20.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Private Bitus.—Beverley and Barmston Drainage, 
Neath Harbour Commissioners, South Essex and Dengie 
Flats Reclamation, Milford Docks, Cardiff Water, and 
Bristol Port and Channel Dock. 
FEB. 23.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Private Britis.—British Gaslight Company, Limited 
(Staffordshire Potteries), Corris Railway, Wednesfield and 
Wyrley Bank Railway (Abandonment), and Pegwell Bay 
Reclamation and Sandwich Haven Improvement. 
BILLS READ A FIRST TIME. 
Bai to Entarce THE Powers oF Owners or SETTLED 
Lanp (The Lord Chancellor). 
Buu to Smpiiry tHE Practice or Conveyancine (The 
Lord Chancellor). 
Brit To SHorteNn 1n CERTAIN CASES THE PErtops or Limt- 
tation or Actions (The Lord Chancellor). 
Brit To Provipe ror THE REMUNERATION oF SouiciToRs IN 
Non-Contentiovus Cases (The Lord Chancellor). 
FEB. 24.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Private Brit.—Mersey Railway. 


TOUSE OF COMMONS. 
FEB. 19.—BILLS IN COMMITTEE. 

Arrizans’ Dwetuines Act (1868) AmenpMent Acr (1879) 
AmenpMent. Ancient Monuments (passed through 
Committee). 

BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 

Bir. yuRTHER TO AMEND THE LAWS RELATING TO THE 
REPRESENTATION OF THE PEOPLE IN ENGLAND AND 
Wates (Mr. Elliot). 

FEB, 26.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Private Bitts.—Devon and Cornwall Railway (No. 1), 

Exmouth and District Water, Hounslow and Metropolitan 

Railway, Hundred of Hoo Railway, Hyde Gas, Lea Bridge, 

on, and Walthamstow Tramways, London and South- 

Western Railway, Maidstone Gas, Prescot Gas, Southwark 

and Vauxhall Water, and Stafford Borough. 

Crmunat Copz (referred to Select Committee). Inp1an 
Satarres AND ALLOWANCES. 

BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 
an FOR TAKING THE Census OF ENGuanp (Mr. Sclater- 
jooth). 
Feb. 24.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Private Brrus.—Bury and Tottington District Railway, 
Chester Gas, Didcot, Newbury, and Southampton Junction 
Railway, Liverpool United Gas, London, Brighton, and 


—, 


South Coast Railway, Southsea Railway, Swindon, Marl- 

borough, and Andover Railway, Liverpool Water. 
Srrensatt Common. 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Artizans’ Dwettuncs Acr (1868) AmenpmMent Acr 
(1879) AmenpMeNnT. Ancient Monuments. 

FEB. 25.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
PrIvATE Bitts.—Eastbourne Gas, Gateshead and South 

Shields Tramways. 

County Courts (Mr. Norwood). 
CuitpREN. Banxkruptey Act (1869) AmenpMent (Mr. 
S. Lloyd). (Referred to the Select Committee on the 
Bankruptcy Law Amendment Bill.) Common Law 
ProcEDURE AND JUDICATURE Acts AMENDMENT. 

BILLS READ A FIRST TIME. 

Britt, to AMEND AND Extenp tHE Supreme Court or: 
JupicaturE Acts (1873 and 1875), anp To Make Pro- 
VISIONS FOR THE Brtrer LocaL ADMINISTRATION OF 
Justice In Enexanp (Mr. J. Cowen). 

Birt to AMEND THE Law Retatinc To CrvELTY TO 
Animats (Mr. Holt). 

But to Improve THE CoNSsTITUTION AND ExTEND THE 
District or THE Mippiesex Lanp ReEGIstry, AND TO 
AmEND THE Law RetatTinc To THE REGISTRATION AND: 
TRANSFER OF LAND IN MIDDLESEX AND THE METROPOLIS 
(Mr. O. Morgan). 

Britt To Enante Her Masesty’s Postmaster-GENERAL TO- 
ENLARGE AND Acquire A SITE FoR THE SouTH- WESTERN. 
(or Lonpon) Disrricr Post-Orrice (Sir Henry Sel- 
win-Ibbetson). 

Bru to AMEND THE Law or Patents FoR INVENTIONS 
(Mr. Anderson). 


Burp anp Dear Mure 








Court Papers. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Court o MAstTE&e8 OF THB 

patie Rotts. V.C. Mains. 

Mr, Ward Mr.Clowes Mr. King 
Pemberton Koe Merivale 

Ward Clowes King 
Pemberton Koe Merivale 

Ward Clowes King 
Pemberton Koe Merivale 


y.C. Bacon, V.C. Hatt Mr. Justice 


Frey. 
1Mr. Jackson Mr. Farrer Mr. Latham 
Cobby Teesdale Leach 
Jackson Farrer Latham 
Cobby Teesdale Leach 
Jackson Farrer Latham 
Cobby Teesdale Leach 


Date. 


Monday, March 1 
Tuesday ...... 2 
Wednesday.... 3 
Thursday .... 4 
FURRcvcccca 8 
Saturday...... 6 


Monday, March 
Tuesday ...... 
Wednesday.... 3 
Thursday .... 4 
Friday..,..... 4 
Saturday...... 








SALE OF ENSUING WEEK. 


March 4.—Messrs. Mansu, Mitner & Co., at the Guildhald 
Coffee House, Gresh am-street, at 12 for 1 p.m., Reversions, 
Policies, &c. (see advertisement, this week p. 4. 








The prospectus of the Indian Glenrock Gold Mining 
Company, Limited, has been issued. The capital is: 
£100,000 in 100,000 shares of £1 each. The Company is 
formed for the purpose of purchasing and working mining 
rights on the estate of Glenrock,; situate in the Madras 
Presidency. This estate extends over more than 3,000’ 
acres, containing reefs of auriferous quartz ; it has been 
visited and examined by the Chairman of the Company, 
and by an Engineer of great experience in quartz-crashing, 
and pronounced by him toa most valuable property. Three 
of the Directors of the South Indian Gold Mining Company 
have agreed to become the first directors of the Company. 
The presence of Engineers on the spot will be immediately 
utilized in the commencement of operations, and Mr. 
Harvey will shortly proceed to India to act for both this 





and the South Indian Gold Mining Company. 
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LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bantrupts. 
Fripay, Feb. 20, 1880. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Davie, Samuel Sampson, and Edward Davis, Houndsditch, Tobacco 
Dealers. Pet Feb17. Murray. Mar 65 at ll 
Zabel, Auguste Louis David, Loudoun rd, St John’s Wood, Licensed 
Vietuailer. Pet Feb 16. Murray. Mar3atl 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Clementson, William, Formby, Lancaster, out of business. Pet Feb 16. 
Bellringer. Liverpool, Mar 3 at 12 
Howell), Arthur Wilson, Connaught terrace. Tottenham, Builder. Pet 
Feb 18. Pulley. Edmonton, Mar 2 at ll 
— James, Cardiff, Builder. Pet Feb 16. Langley. Cardiff, 
er2atil 
Parkinson, John Thomas, and Robert fowler. Ardwick, Manchester, 
Brewers. Yet Feb 13. Lister. Manchester, Mar 12 at 12 
Peck, Edward Ansley, Houghton Rectory, Huntingdon, Clerk in Holy 
Orders. Pet Feb18. Gaches. Peterborough, Mar 18 at 12 


Stainsby, John, Middlesboroueh, Builder, Pet Feb 16. Crosby. 
Stockton-on-Tees, Mar 5 at 2.30 
Welton, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Builder, Pet Feb 16, Daggett. 


Newcastle, Mar 5 at 11 
TvueEspay, Feb, 24, 1880. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proots of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 
Batsford, James, Edgware rd, Comb Manufacturer. Mot Feb 2. Pepys. 


Mar 12 at 11 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Fitchett, 8 » Derby, Provision Dealer, Pet Feb 20. 
Derby, Mar 9 at 12 
Knowles, George, Manchester, Picture Dealer. 
Manchester, Mar 12 at 12 
Owen, Benjamin, and Joseph Downham Hill, Lorgsight, nr Man- 
chester, Stone and Slate Merchauts. Pet Feb 21. Lister. Man- 
chester, Mar 12 at 12 
Shrimpt n, Cbarles James, Ramsgate, Kent, Lodging house Keeper. 
Pet Feb 20. Furley, Canterbury, War 12 at 2 
Turner, Wiiliam, Beighton. Derby, out of business, Pet Feb 19. Wake. 
Sheftield, Mar 10 at 1 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Frivay, Feb. 20, 1880. 
Purnell, William Wilcox. West Harptree, Somerset, Farmer. 
3 Turespay, Feb 24, 18*0. 
+ ioe William, Earlsdon, near Coventry, Veterinary Surgeon. Feb 


Weller. 
Pet Feb 19. Lister. 


Fe b 18 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, Feb. 20, 1880. 
Alleeson, Humphrey, High st, Homerton, Cattle Salesman. Mar 4 at 
2 at offices of Briant, Winchester hous-, Old Bro»d st 
Andrews, Henry, Great Chart, Kent, Farmer. Mar 9 at 3 at the 
Saracen’s Head Hotel, Ashford. Hall-tt and Co, Ashford 
Baker, John Joseph, and Henry Grant Baker, Upper East Smithfield. 
Mar 4 at 2 at the Corn Exchange Hotel, Mark lane. Cattarns and 
Co, Mark lane 
Barber, Tom, Hyde, Chester, Coal Dealer. Mar 3 at 12 at the Albion 
Inn, Market st, Hyde. Tremewen, Manche-ter 
Barker, John, Dunnington, York, Agricultura! Implement Manufac- 
turer. Mar 4 at 2 at offices of Crumbie, Stonegate, York 
Baylis, Thomas, Stoke Prior, Hereford, out of business. Mar 2 at 2 at 
offices of Humfrys, Bridge st, Hereford 
Beecroft, James, Southport, Cabinet Maker. Mar !0 at 1 at Committee 
Room, Devonshire bldgs, Eastbank st, Southport 
Bentley, John, Longten, Stafford, Grocer. Mar 5 at 10.30 at offices of 
Adderley and Marfleet, Normacott rd. Longton 
Blaber, Archibald, Horsted Keynes, Sussex, Farmer. Mar 6 at | at the 
Bent Hotel, Lindfield. Goodman, Brigh'on 
Bowker, James Arthur, Huddersfield, Watchmaker, Mar 4 at 11 at 
offices of Ramsden aud Co, John William «t, Huddersfield 
Boyce, Arthur, Curtain 1d, Looking Glass Manufacturer. 
at the Mason’s Hall Tavern, Mason’s avenue, Coleman st. 
and Co, Frederick’s pl 
Boycott, Richard, Wolverhampton, Baker. Mar 
Smith, Lich Gates, Queen +q, Wolverhampton 
Breokfield, John, Kidderminster, China Dealer. Feb 25 at 3,30 at 
offices of Miller and Co, Church st, Kid ‘ermintter 
Brown, Thomas Blakeman, Woodstock, Oxford, Schoolmastert Mar 2 
at 1 at offces of Faulkner and Coggins, Hudson st, Deddington 
Burch, William, Blundell st, Caledonian rd, Coach Builder. Mar 9 at 
12.30 at offices of Andrew and Co, Gieat James st, Bedford row 
Butt, Jemes, Andover gardens, Hornsey rise, Carman. Mar 8 at3 at 
offices of Gribble, King st, Cheapside 
Butterworth, Benjamin, Hanson’s court, Cannon st, Agent. 
3 at offices of Booth, Covper st, Manchirster 
Cherry, Charles Edward, King’s rd, ( helsea, Accountant. Mar 8 at 12 
at offices of Cape and Harris, Old Jewry 
Charltcn, Arthur, Newman st, Oxford st, Licensed Victualler. Mar 15 
at 3 at the Inns of Court Hotel, High Holborn. Sweeting, South- 
ampton st, Holborn 
Carrington, Harriet, Birmingham, out of businss. Mar 4 at 3 at 
offices of Jaques, Temple row, birmingham 
Carter, Charles, Stratton, Cornwall, Ship Builder. Mar 5 at 12 at 
offices of Thorne, Castle st, Barnstaple 
Clark, John, Thixendale, York, Farmer. Mar 3at 11 at at offices of 
White, Exchange st, Great Driffield 
Cluluw, Albert, Nan:wich, Cheshire, Licensed Victualler. Feb 27 at 2 
at offices of Warburton, Nantwich rd, Crewe 
Coldwell, Joseph, Guireley, Boot Maker. Mar 2 at 3 at offices of Wood, 
Bonk st, Leeds, Rhodes, Leeds 


Mar 5 at 2 
Ashley 


9 at ll at offices of 


Mar 5 at 


Coilyer, Willism, Oakley st, Westminster Bridge rd, Engineer. Mar 2 


a ] 
2at offices of Rawlings and Wright, Railway approach, Londog 
Bridge. Grueber, Rai!way approach 
Coover, William, Aylesbury, no occupation. Mar 11 at 1 at Park Hotel, 
Bletchley Station, Bletchley. Reader, Holborn Viadact 

Cottam, John, Croston, Lancashira, Builder. Mar 4at il at Shelley 
Arms Hotel, Fishergate, Preston. Banks, Preston 

Curtis, George, Sheffield, Joiner. Mar 1 at 3 at offices of Clegg and 
Son, Figtree lane, Sheffield 

Dalton, Joseph, sen. Allers St John’s Chapel, Durham, Farmer. Mar 
4 at 12 at Waterloo Hotel, Durham. Patrick and Son, Durham 

Dalton, Joseph, jun, Stanhope, Durham, Builder. Mar 4 at 2 at 
Waterloo Hotel, Durham. Patrick and Son, Darham J 

Davies, David, Swansea, Ironmong-r. Mar 2 at 3.30 at Trite and Qo, 
Albion chambers, Bristo!). Thomas, Swansea 

Dewar, Charles Frederick, Whitworth rd, South Norwood. Mar 5 at $ 
at Guildba!l Tavern, Gresham st. Barraud. Arthur st West 

Dickens, Charles Macalpine, Silver st, Notting hill, Mar 10 at 12 at 
offices of Ladbury and Co, Cheapside. Owles, Chancery lane 

Dickenson, Charles, Westhonghton, Lancaster. Joiner. Mar 3 at 3 at 
offices ef Dawson an‘ Peunington, Wo dl st, Bolton 

Dixon, Wilson, Bradford, York, Clogger. Mar | at 11 at offices of 
Beverley, Hustlergate, Bradford 

Dowey, John, and John Dowey,jun, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Boot and 
Shoe Makers. Mar 3 at 12 at offices of Khagy, Grainger st, New- 
castle-npon-Tyne 

Drew. William, Okehampton, Devon, Boot and Shoe Maker. Mar 10 
at | at offices of Southcott, Post office st, Bedford cireus, Exeter, 
Burt, Okehampton 

Dyer, William, Balsall Heath, Worcester, Baker. 
of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Egan, Michael Francis, Birmingham, Provision Dealer. Mar 4 at 12 
at offices of Walker, Imperial chambers, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Fisher, Alfred Thomas, Walworth rd, Dealer in Clothes. Mar 4 at3at 
offices of Butcher, Cheapside 

Gardener, James, Stratford-upon-Avon, Clothier. Mar 6 at 11 at 
Seven Stars Inn, Rother st, Stratford-upon-Avon. Lane 

Geary, James Page, and Henry Planner, Cambridge rd, Mile end, 
Provision Merchants. Mar 5 at 3 at offices of Brown and Sons, 
Finsbury pl 

Gibbs, Edwin Charles, Bristol, Boot Maker. Mar 2 at 12 at offices of 
Benson and Carpenter, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Goodall, Stephen, Birmingham out of business, Mar 4 at 3 at offices 
of Fallows, Cherry st, Birminzham 

Graham, John, Audley, Stafford, Chester, Tailor. 
of Cooper and Co, John st, Tunsta'! } 

Green. Sidney George, West Bromwich, Stafford, Hosier. 
at officesof Rawlings, Ann st, Birmingham 

Griffin, William, Sneinton Hermitage, Nottingham, Licensed Victualler, 
Mar 5 at 3 at offices of Lees, Severn chambers, Middle pavement, 
Nottingham 

Guyatt, William, Westbourne, Sussex, Farmer. Mar 5 at 3 atthe 
Anchor Hotel, West st, Chichester. Janman, East Pallant, Chiches- 


Mar 4 at 4 at offices 


Mar 9 at 3 at offices 
Mar 3 at3 


er 

Hall, Spencer Timothy, Burnley, Lancaster, Homeceopathist. Mar 9 at 
3 at offices of Holmes and Holmes, Grimshawe «t, Burnie 

Hallam, Arthur, Leicester, Saddier. Mar 3 at 11 at offices of Wright, 
Gallowtree gate, Leicester 

Harvey, David, Newport, Isle of Wight, General Salesman. Mar 5 atl 
at offices of Edmonds and Co, Cheapside. Joyce 

Hammond, Charies John, Chalmers terraces, Stoke Newington, Cattle 
Dealer. Mar 1 at 10 at offices of Cotton and Co, Charlotte st, Bed- 


ford sq 

Herdman, William, Cowpen Village, Northumberlind, Licensed 
Victualler, Mar | at 3 at offices of Gillespie Brothers, Westgate rd, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Ssawell, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Herme:ssen, Louis. Newport, Monmouth, Ship Broker. Mar 5 at 2at 
offices of Pain and Son, Bank ehambers, Llanarth at, Newport 

Hill, William, Walmer rd, Notting Hill, Tin Plate Worker, Mar8 at 
4 at offices of Podmore and Harte, Moorgate st 

Hodgson, Joseph, Crowle, Lincoln, Farmer. Mar 3 at 2.30 at the 
White Hart Hotel,Thorne. Webster and Styring, Shetieid 

Holmes, William, Darlaston, Stafford, Cowkeaper. Mar 4 at Il at 
offices of Sheldon, High st, Wednesbury 

Hunt, Walter, Broomfield, Somerset, Farmer. Mar 2 at 11 at offices of 
Chapman, High st, Bridgwater 

Jackson, William, Guildford st, Russell sq, Warehouseman. Mar 3 at tl 
at ottices of Pullen, Harp lane, Great Tower +t 

James, Jacob, Sidcup, Kent, Grocer. Mar 2 at 2 at offices of Russell 
and Co, Old Jewry chmbrs 

Jones, William, Caemawr, Carnarvon, Farmer. Mar 9 at 2 at offices of 
Jones and Co, Market st, Carnarvon 

Keene, Thomas Pacey, Hungerford, Somerset, Clerk in Holy Orders. 
Mar 4 at 3.30 at offices of Clark and Collins, Trowbridge 

King, William, Colmworth, Bedford, Carpenter. Mar 10 at 10,30 at 
offices of Mitchell ani Webb, St Paul’s sq, Bedford 

Kirkpatrick, Henry James, Clevedon, Somerset, Ironmonger. Mar 5 
at 2 at offices of Ware, Shannon ct, Corn st, Bristo), Cossham, 
Bristol 

Lapish, Thomas, Bridlingjon, York, Shoemaker. Feb 27 at 12.30 at the 
Station Hotel, York. Harland, Bridlington 

Law, Henry, Hadleigh, Essex, Baker. Mar 9 at 11 at the Old Ship Im, 
Rochford. Wood and Son, Rochford 

Leigh, John, Outwood, Surrey, Smith. 
Hotel, Redhill. Hubbard, Redhill 

Leppard, Alfred James, Kingsbury, Cowkeeper, Feb 27 at 3 at offices of 
Cooper and Co, King’s Arms yd 

Lowe, Benjamin, Swansea, Tcilor. 
Adelaide chbrs. Swansea 

Lycett, Edward, Westbourne ter, North Paddington, Cheesemonger. 
Mar !1 at 3 at offices of Foster, Brutmswick sq, Bloomsbury 

Marshall, Henry, Lisson grove, Maryiebone, Draper, Mar 8 at 2 at 
offices of Miller and Vernon, Moorgate s¢ 

Marsland, Edward Ashhurst, Millbrook, Han's, Commission Agent. 
Mar 8 at 2 at offices of Edmonds and Clurk, Cheapside. King, Pott 
sea 

Mason, Thomas, Aldershot, Southampton, Army Contractor. Mar 10 
at 1 at the South Western Hotel, Sia ion rd, Aldershot, Eve, Alder 


Mar 3 at 12 at the Warwick 


Mar 1 at 2.30 at offices of Field, 





shot 
Massey, Benjamin, Swadlincote, Derby, Farmer. Mar 1 at 11 at the 
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oo 
Bear Inn, Horninglow st, Burton-on-Trent. Wilson, Burton-on- 
t 


Percer, Richard, Wiltiam Mercer, and Richard Mercer, jun, Bsxenden, 

Lancaster, Cloth Manufacturers. Mar 3 at3 at offices cf Radcliffe, 
Clayton st, Blackburn 

Yerralle, Alfred, Finnis st, Bethnal Green, Cheesemonger. Mar 8 at 
Sat offices nf Widdicombe, Metropolitan chbrs, Broad st 

Mitchell, William Harrison, Essex rd, Is'ington, Confectioner. Mar 9 
at 3 at offices of Holloway, Balls Pond rd,Islington. Cooper,Chancery 


e 
ann Friedrich, Old Compton st, Meerschaum Pipe Manufacturer. 
Mai 3 at 3 at offices of Stollard and Whitting, South Molton st, Ox- 


8 

Moulden, Georg>. vier oria Doek rd. Boot ani Shoe Manufacturer. 
Feb 28 at 1 at offices of Marchant and Co, Ludgate hill, Best, Lud- 
gate hill 

Modd, Elam, Battisford, Suffolk, Carpenter. Mar 16 at 12 at the 
King’s Head Hotel, Stowmarket. Walpole, Beyton lodge, Bury St Ed - 


munds 
Newbold, Charles, Leeds, ont ofemployment, Mar 5 at 2 at offices of 
Middleton and Sons, Calverly chmbrs, Victoria sq, Leeds 
New'ove, William, Great Driffield, Yor«, Butcher. Mar 1 at 12 at 
offices of Jennings and O-. Great Driffield 
Noble, John, Midgley, nr Wakefiele, Coal Sinker. Mir 4 at 3 at the 
White Lion Hotel, Hudder-field., Lister, Wakefield 
Norbury, Edwin, Dewsbury, York, Hatter. Mar 4 at2.30 at the Black 
Bull Hotel, Mirfield. Ibverson, Heckmondwike 
Norman, Thomas, Kingston-upon-Hull, Tailor. Mar 3 at 11 at offices of 
Sleight, Cogan House, Bowlalley jane, Kingston-upon-Hull. Pries:- 
man, Kirg ston-upor-Hull 
Osselton, Christopher, Heworth Shore, Durham, Licensed Victualler, 
Mar 3 at 2 at offices of Joel, Newgate st, Newcastle-upon- Tyne 
Padday, Cyril Horsford, Great St Helen’s, Merchant. Mar 9 at3 at 
ollices of Lawrance and Co, Oli Jewry chmbrs 
Page, James, Stratf rd-on-Avon, Innkeeper. Mar % at 11.30 at the 
Seven Stars Inn, Stratford-on-Avon. Warden, Stratford-on-Aven 
Parker, John, Renningba'l rd, Clapton, Builder. Mar 9 at 12 at offices of 
8waine, King st, Cheapside 
Parsons, Jesse, Gloucester rd, South Kensington, Trunk Miker. Mar 2 
at 3 at offices of Knight’s, Bow st, Covent Garden 
Page, John, Wellingore, Lincoln Wheelwright. Mar 3 as 11 at offices 
Page. jun, Flaxengate, Lincoln 
Peake, William Walters, Plymouth, Shipowner. 
of Stanbury, Princess sq, Plymouth 
Pearce, William, Bradford, York, Watchmaker, 
Queen’s Hotel, Birmingham. Neill, Bradford 
Pearse, Thomas Henry, Banbury, Oxtord. Solicitor. Mar 4 at 2 at the 
White Lion Hotel, Banbury. Holmes, Threadneedle st 
Pearson, Charles Frederick, George st, Por.man sq, Boot Maker. Mar 
dat 2 at offices of Goldring, Southampton st, Bloomsbury 
Peek, James, North Hyde, Norwood, General Dealer. Mar 9 at3 at the 
Red Lion, Sou‘hal!, Phelp, Hayes 
Phillpotts, James, Liangynidr, Brec.n, Innkeeper. 
offices of Shepard, Queen st, Tredegar 
Phillips, Joseph, St George, Gioucester. Cooper. Feb 28 at 12 at offices 
of Essery, Guildhall, Broad st, Bristol 
Plumb, Samuel, Somerton, Oxford, Blacksmith. 
of Berridge, Church st 
Poeson, Alfred, Horncastle, Lincoln, 8ntcher. 
Clitherow and Elsey, Lindsey st, Horneistle 
Pyle, Richard, Blyth, Northumberlind, Grocer, Mar 9 at 2at offices of 
Gillespie and Co, Cress honse chbrs, Westgate rd, Newcastle vpon- 
Tyne. Nicho!son, Morpeth 
Radford, Thomas, jun, Cold Harbour lane, Coal Merchant. 
at 2 at offices of Keighley and C», Pniloot lane 
Richardson, Thomas, love line, Stuckwe'l, Omnibus Preprietor. 
$at12 at offices of Mos-, Gracechurch st 
Ridge, Charles, Melto. Mowbray, Greyhound Trainer. 
offices of Latham and Paddison, Melton Mowbray, 
Melton Mowbray 
Ritherdon, Rolatid, Dewsbury, Wool Merchant, 
ky Station Hotel. Bailey. Shaw, Dews>urs 
Roberts, Henry Francis, Windsor, Music Seller. 
ef Durant, Gnildhall chors. Durant, Windsor 
Roberts, Mary Syines, Lynmouth, Devon, Faney Shop keeper. Mar 8 
at 12 at offices of Chanter and Co, Bridge ha!l chbrs, Barnstaple 
Rabenstein, Elias, Birmingham, Deuler in Jewellery. Mar 5 at Il at 
offices of Solomon, Aun st, Birmingham 
Sargeant, Joseph Raymond Cooke, Rayn*, Essex, Farmer. Mar 6 at 
atthe White Hirt, Great Saling. Smoothy, Braintree 
Savage, George Naylor, Nottingham, Wholesale Grocer. Mar 5 at 3 at 
of Cockavne, F etcher gate. Nottingham 
Walter, Blackheath, Stafford, Boot Maker. 
Offices of Whitehous», Castle st, Dudle 
henton, George, Copsa'l!, Stafford, Farmer. Mar 10at 11.30 at offices 
of Tennant and Co, Cheapside, Hanley 
pson, Edward, Belgrave, Leicester, Builder. 
ot Selborne bidgs, Mulssone lane, Leicester 
r John, Blackburn, Grocer. Mar 4 at 2.80 at St John’s Tavern, 
Harvey, Ainsworth st, Union st, Blackburn. Marriott, Blackburn 
lwood, John Alfred, Heddington, Ox‘ord, Iunkeeper. Mar 5 at 
Mat offices ot Pain and Hawtin, Bridge st, Banbury 
Smith, John Folluws, Leek, Staftor!, Grocer. Mar 4 at 2 at offices of 
fern and Son, Church lane, Leek 
Snith, Wiliam Clement, Handsworth, Stafford, Button Manufacturer, 
3 at 11 at offices ot Taylor, Colmore row, Birmingham 
*, Stenhen James, Westborn, Dorset, Decorator. Mar 6 at 11 at 
Offices of Preston, Observer chmbrs, Albert rd, Bournemouth 
ers, Kdward, Hurworth, Durham, Farmer. Mar 3 at 12 at North 
Eastern Hotel, York. Robinson 
Tebbett, William, Swadlincote, Stafford, Plumber. 
tfiices of Enst, Temple st, Birmingham 
Tew, Jomes Ross, Kington, Herefordshire, Ten Dealer, Mar 5at 2at 


Mar 4 at 11 at offices 
Mar 4 at Il at the 


Mar 8 at 11 at 


Mar 1! at 11 at offices 


Mir 3 at 3 at offices of 


Mar 9 at 
Mar 


May 5 at 3 at 
Barker, jun, 


Mar 5 at 2 at the Bit- 


March 8 at 3 at offices 


Mar 1 at Il at 


Mar 5 at 12 at offices 


Mar 4 at 12 at 





ee! Hotel, Temple row, Birmingham. Payter, Kington 
‘, William, Kidderminster, Worcester, Market Gardener, Feb 27 
8 8.80 at offices of Miller and Co, Church st, Kidderminster 

#n, Thomas, St Paul’s church yd, Silk Mercer. Mar 3 at 12 at 
Guildnall Tavern, Gresham st. Farrar ad Farrar, Wardrobe pl, 


Tilley. James, Man’ ham, York, Woollen Merchant. Mar 2 st3 at 
offices of Singleton. New Booth St, Bradford 

Tomkins, Alfred John, Clifton, Bristol, Scationer. Mar 8 at 12 at 
offices of Hobbsand Sinnott, Broad st, Bristol 

Upson, David, Wickford, Essex, Saddler. Muir 9 at 2 at offices of 
Woodard. Duke st, Chelmsford 

Walker, John Croxton, Langford, Bedford, Baker, Mar 9 at2 at the 
George Hotel, High et, Bedford. Staniland, Higheate 

Walsingham, Edwin, Corby, Lincoln, Buiidee. Mar 4 at2at Red 
Lion Hotel, High st, Grantham. Hawkin, Sheffield 

Ward, James, Newcastl--npon-Tyne, Draper. Mar 1 at 3 at offices of 
Johnston, Pilgrim st, Neweast'+-upon-Tyne 

Warren, Harry, Kam:gate, Schooimaster. 
Mercer, High st, Ramsgate 

Wheeler, Berjamin, and Berjamin Frane’s Wheeler, Nottingham, 
Plumbers. Mar5at3at George Hotel, Nottingham, Hunt and 
Williams, Nottingham 

Whitehead, Themas, Ashhy-de-la-Zouch, Leicester, out of business, 
Mar 4 at 2 at offices of M-ars, Stston st, Burton-upon-Trent 

Whittingham, Geo: g2, Vascie'own, Derby, Beer Retaver. Muir 3 at 12 
at offices of Bag-hawe and Oal!, High st, Sheffizld 

Wiggit, Thomas. Edgmond, Sa'op, Farmer. Mar 8 at 12 at Bull’s 
Head Inn, St Mary's st, Newport. Marcy, Wellington 

Wilson, Thomas Alexander, #asinghal: st, Merchant. Mar 16 at 4 at 
lil, Cheanside. Green, Quen st 

Woodrow, Frederick, High st, Camden Town, Grocer. 
3 at offices ot Aird, Eastcheap 

Tuespay, Feb. 24. 1680. 
Addey, Will'am, Lower Cudworth. York, Farmer. Mar 8 at 4 at offices 
of Rideal, Cnronicle chbrs, Barnsl-y 
Anson, John Simes, Burn. York, Fa: mer. 
Wedda!l and Park-r, S Iby 
Barnett, Thomas, St Philip and Jacob, Bristul, Baker. 
offices of Hobbs, Clare st, Bristo! 
Bass, James, Brecknock crescent, Camien rd, Hotel Proprietor. 
1t at 3 at offices of Gole, Lime st 
Beer, William Henry, Launceston, Cornwall, Tea Desler. Mar 6 at IL 
at offices of Brien, Freemasony’ Hull, Corawal! st, Plymoati 
Belsham, Edmun4, Chesham, Buckingham, Farmer. Muar 6 at 11 at 
offices of Francis and How, Chesham 
Bennett, Richard, Atherton, Lancaster. Shoemaker. Mar 8 at3 at the 
Courts Hotel, Leigh. Amoier, Leigh. 
Bentham, Thomas, Blackheath, Kent, Watch Maker. Mar 8 at 2 at 
offices of Morphett and Hanson, King st, Cheap-ide. Terry, King st 
Bins, Freddy, Birstal, York, Carrer. Muar 2 at 3 at the Queen Hotel, 
Heckmonudwike. Mitcheson, Heckmondwike 

Bowles, Albert, Crescent villas, Pecshim Rye, Builder. 
offices of Chubb, Pancras lane 

Brear. Thomas. and George Fawcett, Dewsbury, Siaters, Mar 12 at 10.30 
at offices of Ridgway and Ridgway, Union st. Dew-bery 

Browving, Mark, Horsham, Sussex, Hay Dealer. Mar 10 at 2 at the 
Anchor Hotel, Horsham. Lamb and Evett, Brignt.n 

Brown, William, Kingston-upen-Hull, Grocer. Mar 10 at 12 at 7, 
Kowlalley lane, Kingston-uvon-Hull. Chathan and Son 

Cain, John, Great Bolton, Lancashire, Provision Deder. Mar8at3 at 
otfices of Hall, Acres field. B lton 

Caldicott, Frederick, Lechlade, Gloucester, Painter. 
New Inn Hotel, Lechiade Wilmot, Fairford 

Campbell, Robert, Ma: grove Park, nr Guis»orough, out of business. 
Mar 4 at 2.30 at offices of Bainbridge and Barwley, Albert ra, Mia- 
diesborough 

Cann, Willam, Sheffieid, Toba ‘conist. 
and Co, Change alley, Shettield 

Cave, John, Bythorn, Hants, Farmer. 
ardson and Son, Thrapston 

Chamber, Francis. Sapperton, Gioucester, Biker. Mar 2 at 4 at Old 
Crown Hotel, Cirencester. Jackson, New Swindon 

Charlton, Thomas, Stockton-on-Tees, Contracto:. Mar 6 at 12 at offices 
of Draper, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Child, John, Leeds, Woollen Manufacturer. 
Pallan, Bond st, Leeds 

Courthorpe, Walter Kay, Artesian rd, Bayswater, Merchan:’s Clerk. 
Mar 3at 3 at 106, Cheapside 

Creighton, Henry Samuel, Kilcot, Gloucester, Grocer. 
offices of Price, Newent 

Cribbeirs, Charles Edward, Ramsgate, Fisherman. 
offices of Sparkes, Harbour st, Ramsga‘e 

Davies, Jam-s, Tonypandy, Glamorgan, Tailor. 
of Morgan, Mill st, Pontypridd 

Davies, Willian Brigstocke, Cardiff, Leather Merchant. 
at offices of Brown, Foster’s chmbrs, Smal! st, Bristol 

Delve:, Josept., High st, Croydon, Licensed Victualler. 
Kentish Hotel, Tunbridge Weils. Saxleby ana Fau «ner, 
monger lane 

Dixon, John, Kirkgate, Wakefield, Draper. 
Lake, Southgat+, Wakefield 


Mar 4 at 3 at offices of 


Mar | at 


Mir 11 at 12 at otti-es of 
Mar 8 at 2 at 
Mar 


Mar 9 at 2 at 


Mar 8 at ll at 


Mar 8 at 3 at offices of Wing 
Mar 12 at 1 at offices of Rich- 


Mir8 at 3 at offices of 


Mar lOat Ut at 
Mar 10 at 3 at 
Mar 9 at 2 at offe:s 
Mar 4 at 3 


Mir 10 at 3at 
Ir n- 


Mar 8 at 11 at offtces of 


Dugdale, Martha Aon, Toxteth park, Liverpool, Confectioner. Mar 8 
at 8 at otlices of Rudd, Lord st, Liverpool 
Dupree, George Thomas, Gt Saffron hi!l, Boot Manufacturer. Fcb 28 


at 10, ac Ridler’s Hotel, Holborn, Hope, Bell yd, Fieet «t 

Edwards, William Samuel, East rd, City rd, Clerk. Mer 13 at 2at 
ottices of Hatron and Westcott, Strand 

Elias, David. and Jihn David Elias, Bangor, Carsarvon, Watch 
Makcrs. Mar 11 at 2 at Queen Hotel, Chester, Allanson, Bron 
Seiont 

England, Henry, Ferrybridge, York, Tailor. Mar 8 at 3 at Com- 
merciv! Hotel, Albion st, Leeds. Kaberry, Pontetract 

Ford, Johv, and Henry John Ford, Stonehouse, Gloveester, Timber 
Merchants. Mar 8 at 2 at Bell Hotel, Gloucester. Taynion and 
Sons, Gloucester 

Fulford, George, Birmingham, Button Manufacturer. Mar 5 at 12 at 
offices of Hodgson and Haigh, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Gennon, Patrick, Batley, York, Grocer. Mar 9 at 11 at Wilton Arms, 
Commercial st, Batley. Waiker 

Gardner, Frederick George, Witney, Oxford, Raker. Mar 18 at 3 at 
Jones’ Railway Hotel, Park end si, Oxiord, Kilby and Mace, 
Chi; ping Norton 


Gibbon, Emanuel, Williamstown, Penygraig, Glamorgan, Collier. 





s commons 


Mar 9 at 12 at offices of Morgan, Mill st, Pontypridd 





333 


SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


Feb. 28, 1889, 








Giles, Henry, Farringdon Gurney, Somerset, Farmer. Mar 8 at% at 
offices of Murleg and Co. Old Post Office chinbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Greaves, Charles Edward, Birmingham, Tailor. Mar 6 at 11 at offices 
of Taylor, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Gregory, George, Westhaughton, Lancaster, Farmer. Mar 11 at 11 at 
offices of Wright and Appleton, Laader’s bldgs, King st, Wigan 

Gregory, Henry. Moreton Say, Salop, Farmer. Mar 13 at 2 at Corbet 
Arms, Hotel, Market Drayton, Robinson, Eccleshall 

Harrison, William. Cheltenham, Gloucester, Tobacconist. Mar 13 at 
11 at effices of Billings, Regent st, Cheltenham 

Harrower, Lawrence, Wakehurst rd, Wandsworth Common, Manager 
toa Manufacturer. Mar 4 at 2 at Plough Tavern, St Jobnjs hill, 
New Wandsworth. Whitwell, King st, Cheapside ‘ 

Haydock, Joseph Ely, Withington, Lancaster, out of business. Mar 17 
at 11 at offices of Sujton and Elliott, Fountain st, Manchester 

Hayer, William, Woburn Sands, Buckingham, out of business, Mar 9 
at 11 at offices of Conquest and Clare, Duke st, Bedford 

Haynes, William, Hanley, Stafford, Confectioner. Mar 3 at 3 at offices 
of Lawrence. Old Hall st, Hanley 

Hezelden, John, Hawkharst, Kent, Cattle Dealer. 
Queen’s Hotel. Hawkhurst. Mann, Hastings 

Heginbotham, William, Hyde, Chester, Hat Mannfactorer. 
3 at Clarence Hotel, Piccadilly, Manchester. Brooke, Hyde 

Helling, Joseph, Millom, Cumberland, Joiner. Mar 8 at 10 at the 
King’s Head Hotel, Broughton-in-Furness. Dickenecn, Broughton- 
in-Furness 

Hopkins, Richard, Birmingham, Brush Manufacturer. Mar 9 at 3 at 
offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Houghtcn, John, Liverpool, Bootmaker, Mar 10 at 1 at offices of 
Harmood Banner and Son, North John st, Liverpool. Winstanley, 
Liverpool 

Irish, George, West Buckland, Somerset, Farmer. 
Half Moon Inn, Wellington. Davie, Wellington 

Isaac, Abraham, Sunderland, Durham, Glazier. Mar 10 at 12 at offices 
of Asher. John st, Sunderland 

Jones, Griffith Griffith, and Richard John Hughes, Carnarvon, Grocers, 
Mar 8 at 2 at the Queen’s Hotel, Chester. Jones and Roberts, Car- 
Darvon 

Jone-, Henry Pride, Arlev Bill, Bristol, Commercial Clerk. 
at 12 at cffices of Bush, Bridge st, Bristol 

Jones, John Elias, Llanarmon, Carnarvon, Tailor, 
Queen Hote’, Chester. Brese and Co 

Jones, Philip Kewley Griffith. and Alexander Robertson, Manchester, 
Buiders. Mar 8 at 3 atcffices of Gardner, Cooper st, Manchester 

Jones, William, Gloucester, Painter. Mar 5 at 2at offices of Henderson, 
Berkeley st, Gloucester 

Kemp, Frederick, Sunderland, Innkeeper. Mar 15 at 11 at offices of 
Ranson and Nelson, West Sunniside, Sunderland 

Knight, George, Hallow, Wercester, Coal Merchant. 
offices of Clutterbuck, the Foregate, Cross, Worcester 

Lawson, James, Hindley, Lancaster, Provision Dealer, Mar 8 et 11 at 
offices of France, Church gate, Wigan 

Lawson, Kate, Scarborough, Cork Cutter. Mar 9 at 3 at cffices of 
Cornwall and Watts, Queen st, Scarborough 

Laycock, Richard, Bradford. York, Plasterer. Mar 11 at 3 at offices of 
Gilyard, Parkinson’s chvrs, Market st, Bradford 

Lewis, Charles, Frogmore Jane, Wandsworth, Baker. 
ffices of Jones, High st. Wandsworth 

Lines, Eilis Valentine, Burton-on-Trent, out of business. Mar 4 at 11 
at the Bear Inn, Horninglow st, Burton-on-Trent. Wilson, Burton- 
on-Trent 

Littleton, Samuel, Bath, Grocer. 
st, Bata 

Lloyd, Willism, Bromsgrove, Worcester, Butcher. Mar 4 at 11 at offices 
of Scott and Horton, New rd, Bromsgrove 

Manley, Ephraim, Audley, Stafford, now without occupation. Mar 9 at 
11.30 at offices of Sherratt, Ki‘sgrove 

Mason, Samuel, Manchester, Machine Broker. Mar 8 at !1 at offices of 
Rigg. South King st, Manchester 

McWilliam, Nanny, Southport, Lodging house Keeper. 
offices of Best. London st, Southport 

Meesor, John, Nor:on Canes, Stafford, Innkeeper. Mar 8 at 11 at offices 
of Wilkinson and Gillespie, Bridge st, Wal-all 

Meeson, Joseph, Birmingham, Pearl Button Manufacturer, Mar 5 at 12 
at offices of Hcdgson and Haigh, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Mell.dew, John, Boiton, Lancaster, Ale Dealer. Mar 11 at 11 at offices 
of Dowling and Urry, Wood st, Bolton 

Molesworth, Thomss, Whaplode, Lincoln, Farmer. Mar 10 at 12 at the 
White Hart Hotel, Spalding. Calthrop 

Monelle, John Frederick, Street, Somerset, Farm:r. 
offices of Hobbs, Chamberlain st, Wells 

Newton, Henry, Medomsley, Durham, Farmer. 
Gillespie Brothers, Westgate rd, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Oakes, Josepb, Leeds, Boot Manufacturer. Mar 5 at 11 at offices of 
Scott, A'bion st, Leeds 

Oakes, William Henry, Station rd, West Croydon, Tobacconist. Mar 16 
at 12 atthe Bedford Hotel, Croydon 

Paine, Henry, Amport, Somthampton, Farmer, Mer 15 at 3 at the 
Star and Garter Hotel, Andover. Lee and Co, Salisbury 

Peacock, Richard, Darlington, Auctioneer. Mar 12 at 3 at offices of 
Wilkes, Northgate, Darlington 

Perren, Frederick, Colerne, Wilts, Farmer. Mar 4 at 1 the Christopher 
Hotel, High st, Bath. Phillips, Ch:ppenham 

Poison, James, Manchester, Gold Beater. Mar 10 at 3 at offices of 
Bowdon, Kirg st, Manchester 

Precious, Harriett, Parham, Suffolk, Farmer. Mar 10 at 8 at offices of 
Moulton, New st, Woodbridge. Welton, Woodbridge 

Pullan, Frederick William, Harrogate, York, Coal Agent. Mar 10 at 3 
at offices of Brooke, Albert st, Harrogate 

Rabtidge, James, Tamerton Foliott, nr Plymouth, Farmer. Mar 6 at 
12 at offices of Bridgman, Courtenay st, Plymouth 

Rainer. George, Station rd, Walworth rd, Bedding Manufacturer. Mar 
6 at 1 at offices of Fowler, Newington causeway 

Read, Daniel Henson, Peterborough, Northampton, Furniture 
Dealer. Mar 5 at 1 at offices of Deacon and Wilkins, Cross st, 
Peterborough 

Re dfarn, John, Cambridge, Publican. Mar 9 at 3 at offices of Ginn, St 
Andrew’s st, Cambridge 


Mar 1 at 12 at 
Mar 9 at 


Mar 9 at 11 at the 


Mar 10 
Mar 6 at} at the 


Mar 11 at 12 at 


Mar 11] at 1 at 


Mar 8 at 3 at offices of Clark, Union 


Mar 8 at 3 at 


Mar 6 at 2 at 


Mar 5 at 3 at offices of 
Sewell, 





Revett, Charles, Parham, Suffolk, Farmer, Mar 12 at 2 at the ¢ 
Hotel, Framlingham. Cavell 

Rast, Thomas, sen, Ted worth,Gioucester, Potato Merchant. Mar 8 
at offices of Henderson, Berkeley st, Gloucaster 

Sanderson, George, Commercial rd East, Grocer. Mar 4 at 2 at offices: 
of Everett and Smith, Cheapside. Maniale, Mitre ct, Fleet st 

Schofield, John, Birstal, Hay Dealer, Mar 8 at 2 at the King’s Army 
Hotel, Market pl, Dewsbury. Walker, Batley 

Seyer, Richard, Kimber, York, Farmer. Mar 5 at 11 at offices of White, 
Exchange st, Great Drifeld 

Sharp, John James, Southampton, Blacksmith. Mar 8 at 3 at offices of 
Bell, Portland st, Southampton E 

Sharp, William, West Melton, York, Builder, Mar 10 at 3 at offices of 
Parker and Brailsford, North Church st, Sheffield 

Smitt, Abraham, and Joseph Smith, Bradford, York, Wholesls 
Grocer. Mar 6 at 10,30 at offices of Hutchinson, Piccad lly chmbrs, 
Piccadilly, Bradford 

Spicer, Henry Ashbee, Bethersden, Kent, Farmer. Mar 16 at gt 
tbe Saracen’s Head Hotel, Ashford. Hallett and Co, As‘ford 

Standen, John, sen, Guestling, Sussex, Farmer. Mar 9 at | atofficesof 
Chalinder, Trinity st, Hastings 

Stanley, Henry, Birmingham, Button Manufacturer. Mar 5 at I2at 
o'ices of Hodgson and Haigh, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Stone, George, Tenby, Pembroke, Licensed Victualler. Mar lat 
10.30 at offices of Gwynne and Stokes, Crackwel' st, Tenby : 

Swail, John, Chatham, Kent, Ironmonger. Mar 9 at 11.30 at Dolly's 
Hotel, Queen’s Head passage, Newgate st. Norman, Chatham 

Swanborough, Henry, Bary Saint Edmunds, 
Mar 8 at 12 at Guildhall, Bury St Edmunds. 

Taylor, George, Hockley, Birmingham, Builder. Mar 8 at 12 at Sway 
Hotel, New st, Birmingnam. Forrest, Oldbury 

Tennant, Samuel, Darlington, Durham, ont of business. Mar 12 ati? 
at Poston’s Trevelyan Hotel, Darlington. Wilkinson, York 

Thomas, Arthur Samuel, Falcon sq, Licented Victualler. Mar lat 
2 at offices of Andrews and Mason, Ironmonger lane. Angell and 
Co, Gresham st 

Thomas, Edwin, Mitcheldean, Gloucester, Carrier. Mar 5 at lla 
offices of Dighton, Newent 

Thompson, Joseph, Claypath, Durham, Confectioner. 
cffices of Marshall, Market pl, Durham 

Topp, Joseph, Market Lavington, Wilts, Coal Merchant. 
at offices of Marshall, St John st, Devizes : 

Treadgold, Thomas George, Gt Gonerby, Lincoln, Farmer. Mar Wa 
12 at oftices of Thompson and Sons, Grantham 

Tucker, Henry Lax, Pijton, Somerset, Farmer. 
sf Swavne, High st, Glastonbury 

Tucker, Thomas, Pilton, Somerset, Farmer. 
of Swayne, High st, Giastonbury 

Underwood, Thomas, Birkenhead, Quay Foreman. 
offices of Thompson, Hamil:on st, Birkenhend 

Venn, William, Overton, Southampton, Carpeuter. 
offices of Chandler aud Son, Basingstoke 

Vincent, William, jun, Roseland, Cornwall, Grocer, 
offices of Jenkius, Post Office buildings, Falmouth 

Wadsworth, Ruegell William, Lower Belgrave rd, Pimlico, Builder, 
Mar 13 at 3 at offices of Dutton, Churton st, Pimlico 

Wardle, James, Lower Broughton, near Manchester, Painter. Mar I 
at 3 at offices of Chew and Sons, Swan st, Manchester 

Waterson, Wiiliam Frederick, Kentish Towa rd, Wood Carver, Mi 
9 at 11 at offioes of Webb, Euston rd 

Way, Robert, Torquay, Boot Maker. Mar 6 at 10.30 at offices of Lindo 
Fleet st, Ti rquay 

Webb, William, Napton-on-the-Hil!l, Warwick, Blacksmith. Mar 10 
3 at offices of Cresswell, New st, Daventry ; 

Weeks, George, Hastings, Builder. Mar 5 at 12 at offices of Lan 
Robertson st, Hastings 

Whittering, James, Finedon, Northampton, Builder. Mar 12 at 2 
the Hind Hotel, Wellingborough, Simpson, Higham Ferrers 

Williams, John, Trebanog, Glamorgan, Grocer. Mar 9 at 12 at offle 
of Rosser, High st, Pontypridd 

Wi liams, Thomas, Llanwenog, Cardigan, Licensed Victualler. Mar 
at 2 at the Cuunty Court office, Lampeter. Price and Lloyd, 
peter 

Williamson, John, Frome, Somerset, Butcher. 
of McCarthy, Frome 

Willis, Jobn, sen, and John Willis, jan, Sevenoaks, Kent, Builders, 
Mar 2 at 12.30 at the Guildhall Coffee house, Gresham st. Knocker 
Sevenoaks 

Wilson, John, Stockton-on-Tees, Draper. Mar 4 at 3 at offices 
Cheeney, Leeds rd, Bradtord. Draper, Stockton-on-Tees 

Wimlett, James, Snitterfield, Warwick, Butcher. Mar 8 at ll ate 
Seven Stars Inn, Rother st, Strattord-upon-Avon, Lene , 

Witty, Robert, Hartlepool, Darham, Grocer. Mar 9 at 11 at office? 
Wilson, Athenzeum chambers, West Hartlepool 


Licensed Victualler, 
Gross 


Mar 10 at Mat 
Mar 8 at il 


Mir 7 at Il ay 

Mar 9 at 11.30 at office 
Mar 8 at 3 at 
Mar 11 et Dit 
Mar 9 at Sat 


Mar 10 at 2 ato 





t) 
SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA 
Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of ths Finest Quality, witht 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘‘the most nutritious, perfectly 
beverage for Breakfa:t, Luncheon, or Supper, and inval , 
Invalids and Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, suits all pall 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of coe 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY © 
than such Mixtures, e 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful toa 
ast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTINa A La VANILLE is the moat delicate, digestible, ¢ 
— Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate 
aibited, 

In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., &c., by Chemists and Grocer*. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.¢ 








